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RETURN OF AMERICAN PRISONERS OF WAR WHO HAVE 
NOT BEEN ACCOUNTED FOR BY THE COMMUNISTS 


MONDAY, MAY 27, 1957 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE Far East AND THE PAcIric, 
CoMMITTEE ON Foreicn AFFAIRS, 
Washington, D. C. 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call, at 10: 20 a. m., in room G-3, 
the Capitol, Hon. Clement J. Zablocki (chairman of the subcommit- 
tee) presiding. 

Mr. Zasvock1. The Subcommittee on the Far East and the Pacific 
will please come to order. 

The purpose of the meeting this morning is to receive testimony on 
resolutions relating to the American prisoners of war who have 
not been repatriated or otherwise accounted for since the cessation 
of hostilities in Korea and alleged to be in the hands of Com- 
munist forces. ‘These resolutions are House Concurrent Resolution 
140, introduced by myself; House Concurrent Resolution 23, by Mr. 
Lane; House Concurrent Resolution 83, by Mr. Withrow; House Con- 
current, Resolution 103, by Mr. Burdick; House Concurrent Resolu- 
tion 109, by Mr. Withrow; and House Concurrent Resolution 120, by 
Mr. Lane. 

(H. Con. Res. 140 is as follows:) 


[H. Con. Res. 140, 85th Cong., 1st sess. } 
CONCURRENT RESOLUTION 


Whereas four hundred and fifty American prisoners of war in the hands of 
Communist forces have not been repatriated or otherwise accounted for since the 
cessation of hostilities in Korea; and 

Whereas under the terms of the Korean armistice agreement all American pris- 
oners of war should have been accounted for long before now; and 

Whereas the United States of America has never acquiesced in actions by 
foreign nations which illegally deprive our citizens of their liberty; and 

Whereas the historic policy of firmly supporting the rights of American citizens 
should be continued: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That it is 
the sense of the Congress that the President, through his own offices, and those of 
the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense, should make the return of 
the four hundred and fifty American prisoners of war still imprisoned by Com- 
munist forces the foremost objective of the foreign policy of the United States. 


Mr. Zasiockt. It is the desire of the members of the House Foreign 
Affairs Committee to receive an accurate and satisfactory accounting 
of our boys. 

The committee will hear in open session Hon. Stephen S. Jackson, 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (Manpower, Personnel, and 
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Reserve), and Hon. Walter S. Robertson, Assistant Secretary of State 
for Far Eastern Affairs. These two gentlemen will be followed by 
Members of Congress who are sponsoring the resolutions and other 
interested Members of Congress. 

The committee will then receive statements from other interested 
parties. Following the open session the subcommittee will meet in ex- 
ecutive session to receive further testimony from the representatives of 
the Department of Defense and Department of State on prisoners of 
war and other matters and developments in the Far East. 

Prior to calling on the Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense, Mr. 
Jackson, I will ask the staff consultant to read the letter received from 
the Department of State on the concurrent resolutions dealing with the 
status of the American prisoners of war. Dr. Westphal. 

Mr. Westeuat. This is a letter from the Dadi Robert C. Hall, 
Assistant Secretary, Department of State, to Hon. Thomas 8. Gordon, 
chairman of the committee, dated March 12, 1957. 

Dear Mr. Gorvon: In your letter of February 25, 1957, you requested the 
Department’s comments on House Concurrent Resolution 120, which is intended 
to express the sense of Congress with respect to the American military personnel 
for whose fate no satisfactory accounting has been received from the Communist 
side in the Korean hostilities. 

It is the opinion of the Department that this resolution accurately reflects 
United States policy in attempting to secure an accounting for these servicemen 
and the reasons therefor. It is consonant with the continued efforts of the De- 
partments of Defense and State to find an answer to this tragic problem. The 
Department of State feels that the Communists should be able to furnish an 
accounting for these men, as required by the Korean armistice agreement. The 
Department agrees that this matter is of most serious concern to the highest 
levels of the Government of the United States. 

Sincerely yours, 
Rosert C. Hitt, 
Assistant Secretary 
(For the Acting Secretary of State). 

Mr. Zasiockt. Hon. Stephen S. Jackson, Deputy Assistant Secre- 

tary of Defense (Manpower, Personnel, and Reserve). 


STATEMENT OF HON. STEPHEN S. JACKSON, DEPUTY ASSISTANT 
SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (MANPOWER, PERSONNEL, AND RE- 
SERVE) 


Mr. Jackson. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Members of the committee, under the Korean armistice agreement 
each side agreed to repatriate or otherwise account for all POW’s and 
deceased combatants of the other side of whose fate it had any knowl- 
edge. The efforts of the United States Government to get the Com- 
munists to fulfill their commitments in this regard have been continu- 
ous, persistent, frustrating, and largely unrewarding. Shortly after 
the offic! ial exchange of POW’s had been completed in September of 
1953 officials of the U. N. Command handed the Communist side a list 
of 3,404 names of missing U. N. Command personnel including the 
names of 944 United States servicemen of whom we had reason to be- 
lieve the Communists should have some knowledge. At the outset I 
should like to make it clear that in placing this demand for an account- 
ing on the Communists, the U. N. Command did not intend to imply 
that we were charging the Communists with holding this large group 
of Americans alive and against their will. Rather, under the terms of 
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the armistice agreement we were demanding an accounting for missing 
U. N. Command personnel of whom we had reason to believe the Com- 
munists should have some knowledge of their whereabouts if alive, or 
the circumstances of their death and the location of their remains, if 
deceased. 

Our belief that the Communists should have knowledge of these in- 
dividuals was based upon several sources of information: 

First, interviews with repatriated personnel who stated that they 
had seen certain named individuals who had not been repatriated, who 
had not been otherwise accounted for, and who had been alive and in 
Communist hands; secondly, Communist radio broadcasts giving the 
names of certain U. N. Command personnel and admitting that they 
were under Communist control; thirdly, propaganda pictures jn our 
possession which had been taken by the Communists and circulated for 
propaganda purposes showing American military personnel on forced 
marcnes taking part in parades i in Communist-held cities, undoubtedly 
against their will; fourthly, mail which had been written by POW’s to 
their friends and relatives in the United States attesting to the fact 
that they were in a PW status; fifthly, air crews who had seen our air- 
men parachute from disabled aircraft and, after safe landings, sur- 
rounded by enemy forces or civilians. In addition, other intelligence 
reporting supported our contentions, 

The point I am trying to make here is that there is considerable cir- 
cumstantial evidence from which to draw the conclusion that these in- 
dividuals were alive and under Communist control in relatively stable 
situations, removed from battle, and at periods ranging from several 
days to many months after they had become missing in action from 
their own.U. N. Command units. 

This demand on the Communists for an accounting produced a 
superficial and totally unacceptable reply. On several subsequent 
occasions similar demands were placed upon the Communist side 
through the Military Armistice Commission for an accounting. The 
results have been essenti: illy negative. In addition to efforts to se- 
cure an accounting through the Military Armistice Commission, the 
Graves Registration Units of the U. N. Command continued their 
investigations, the military services continued the sifting of thou- 
sands of reports, interviews with returned POW’s, and the interroga- 
tion of friendly sources of Korean and other nationalities, attempting 
to piece together all available information which would throw light 
on the fate of the missing. 

Through the unilateral efforts of the United States Government 
which I have just mentioned, the list of 944 had been reduced to 526 
by August 1954. This reduction came about because the efforts we 
had made produced conclusive evidence of death for 418 of the 
original list. 

Even though the Communist side under the terms of the armistice 
agreement owed us an accounting for the « ra 944, we presented 
them with a revised list of 526 in the fall of 1954, hoping that the 
reduced list might result in a more satisfactory accounting by the 
Communists. Such was not the case. 

In the meantime, in June of 1954, at the Geneva Conference on 
Korea and Indochina, the Department of State initiated certain 
actions which will be described to you by the Departraent of State 
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representatives here today. Due to these actions by State, plus 
further efforts to uncover additional information, the list was further 
reduced to 450. 

For the past several years the Department of Defense and the 
Department of State have worked jointly and cooperatively in con- 
tinuing efforts to secure from the Communists a satisfactory account- 
ing. In support of the efforts of the Department of Ste ate, the De- 
partment of Defense and the military services have concentrated on 
an intensive effort to collect every scrap of information and intelli- 
gence regarding the unaccounted-for 450. The military services, 
under a quarterly report requirement, have been producing individ- 
ual dossiers on each case. These dossiers have been made available 
to Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson for his negotiations with repre- 
sentatives of the Chinese Communist regime at Geneva. 

A breakdown of the 450 unaccounted-for personnel is as follows: 
Army, 244; Navy, 3; Air Force, 190; Marine, 13. 

By way of examples of the circumstantial evidence upon which 
we base our insistent demands for an accounting from the Com- 
munists I shall cite the following cases: 

(a) An Air Force major, pilot of a B-29 that was shot down on 
September 9, 1950. He was taken prisoner and held for a time in 
a jail in Pyongyang, the capital of North Korea. Later the same 

sar the agency, “Soviet Picture,” released a picture of this flier, to- 
pet with the statement that he had been taken prisoner by Com- 
munist forces. In one of the inadequate accountings furnished by 
the Communist side, they stated that they had no data regarding the 
fate of this pilot. 

(6) A United States Army captain, pilot of a liaison plane shot 
tows October 1952. This captain was taken prisoner and held by 
the Communists. From the statements of fellow prisoners later 
repatriated, we know that he had lost one leg when shot down, and 
by November 1952 his other leg had been amputated. In the so- 
called accounting given by the Communists, it was stated that this 
captain had escaped. Note that by this time the captain was a 
double amputee. 

(c) A United States Army private, taken prisoner by the Com- 
munists in August 1950. Several months later a Communist radio 
station broadcast a number of messages to mothers in the United 
States from POW’s held by their side. This army private’s mother 
was one of those to whom such a message was addressed. In the 
so-called accounting the Communists st: ated they had no data regard- 
ing the fate of this soldier. 

On the other hand, many of those named on the list of 450, if 
we draw the logical conclusion from the circumstantial evidence, are 
dead. There are cases where other repatriated POW’s have certi- 
fied to the fact that individuals were badly wounded and receiving 
inadequate medical attention, suffering from malnutrition or ex- 
posure, and were on the verge of death. There are cases where 
repatriated POW’s have stated that they saw some of these prisoners 
die. In the majority of cases, however, these deaths occurred at 
varying lengths of time after capture, and in relatively stable situ- 
ations removed from the battlefield. Under such circimstances, any 
responsible military force of a responsible government would have, 
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and should now be able to furnish to us, data regarding the cir- 
cumstances of death and the whereabouts of the remains of such 
individuals, particularly in view of the fact that the North Koreans 
and the Chinese Communists agreed to abide by the terms of the 
Geneva Convention on Prisoners of War. 

Due to the inevitable confusion at the time the exchange of POW’s 

yas completed in Korea, September 1953, and due to a certain amount 
of inaccurate reporting regarding the subject of missing POW’s the 
impression is still current among some segments of the American 
public that the United States Government believes that a large group 
of American military personnel are alive and still held in Asian 
countries by Communist captors. While the possibility exists that 
there may still be some personnel held, alive and against their will, 
we do not have any further positive information or intelligence from 
any source that such is the case. Because of the lack of positive in- 
formation to support the contention that any of our military are still 
held, as well as a lack of conclusive information to indicate that they 
are all deceased, I am sure you will realize the difficulty we face in 
attempting to comfort the next of kin and to satisfy the understand- 
able and patriotic concern which has been expressed by so many 
Americans on this subject. 

We are in the extremely difficult position of not being able, in all 
honesty, to hold out much hope, while at the same time we cannot in 
good conscience completely foreclose the possibility that some may 
still be alive. In any event, the information we demand can only 
come, in the final analysis, from the Chinese Communist or North 
Korean authorities. Our efforts are concentrated in that direction. 

Mr. Zastockt. If it is agreeable to the subcommittee members, we 
will hear next the statement from the Assistant Secretary of State, 
before going into the question period. Is there any objection ? 


STATEMENT OF HON. WALTER S. ROBERTSON, ASSISTANT SECRE- 
TARY OF STATE FOR FAR EASTERN AFFAIRS 


Mr. Ropertson. Since the persistent demands made of the Com- 
munists by the Department of Defense through the Military Ar- 
mistice Commission produced no satisfactory accounting for the 
missing American military personnel, the Department of State was 
asked to take action through diplomatic channels. As a result of a 
direct approach to the Chinese Communists at Geneva, concerning 
individuals who we had reason to believe might be held in Com- 
munist China, the Communists in June 1954 for the first time 
formally admitted holding 15 American servicemen, 4 of them 
fighter pilots, and the remaining 11 members of a bomber crew. The 
United States representative, Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson, de- 
manded the immediate release of these men. This demand was re- 
iterated in subsequent meetings between members of our consulate 
general in Geneva and the Chinese Communist consulate general. 

In November 1954, the Chinese Communists announce ed the sen- 
tencing of the 11 B-29 airmen. The Department of State asked our 
delegation to call this to the attention of the U. N. which by an 
overwhelming majority condemned the Communist action. The 
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U. N. resolution requested the Secretary General to seek the release 
of the 11 airmen and all other captured personnel of the United Na- 
tions Command still detained. Pursuant to this resolution, U. 4 
Secretary General Hammarskjold went to Peiping in January 1955 
Through diplomatic channels, we sought and obtained the willing 
cooperation of various free-world nations having relations with the 
Chinese Communists—notably the United Kingdom and India—in 

making representations to Peiping. As a result of these combined 
efforts, the four fighter pilots were released on May 31, 1955. The 
11 B-29 airmen were released on the eve of the renewal of the am- 
bassadorial talks with the Chinese Communists in Geneva on Au- 
gust 1, 1955. 

With the release of these two groups by the Chinese Communists, 
there remained no reliable evidence that any of our missing military 
personnel were still alive or in Communist hands. However, the 
possibility could not be excluded that some of them might be alive. 
In any case, we were entitled to know, and the families and friends 
of the men were entitled to know, what had happened to them. Con- 
sequently, this was made one of the three subjects which the United 
States has taken up with the Chinese Communists at the ambas- 
sadorial talks which began on August 1, 1955, at Geneva. By this 
time the release of the airmen and assiduous investigation by the De- 
partment of Defense had reduced the list of unaccounted-for per- 
sonnel to 450 names. 

Ambassador Johnson, our representative in the ambassadorial 
talks, has repeatedly demanded an accounting from the Chinese Com- 
munists. The first time he demanded an accounting, the Communist 
representative flatly denied any of the men were being held in 
Communist China. He insisted this was a matter to be taken up in 
the Military Armistice Commission in Korea. 

The United Nations Command was able, soon afterwards, to cite 
this statement in the Military Armistice Commission in renewing 
its demand for an accounting. At this meeting of the Military 
Armistice Commission in November 1955, the Communists accepted 
the list of missing UNC personnel, with the implication that an ac- 
counting would be forthcoming. 

Three months went by with ‘still no sien of an accounting from the 
Communist side in the Military Armistice Commission. After con- 
sultation with Defense, the Department again instructed Ambassador 
Johnson to take the matter up at Geneva. Shortly afterward the 
Communist side in the MAC produced their so-called accounting. 

Ambassador Johnson has continued with undiminished persistence 
to demand a full accounting from the Communist Chinese represent- 
ative at Geneva, despite the fact that the Communist representative 
has now ceased even the pretense of a response to his demands. 

The Department of State, in close cooperation with the Department 
of Defense, will continue to pursue all feasible means to secure an 
acceptable accounting. 

Mr. Zantockt. We will proceed under the 5-minute rule. I have 
two questions I would like to ask of Mr. Jackson. 

The list of the boys who were unaccounted for has nt ver been made 
public? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. 
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Mr. Zasvocki. The list of the 418 for whom you had received con- 
clusive evidence of death reduced the total from 944 to 526. Were the 
418 identified ? 

Mr. Jackson. By the next of kin? 

Mr. Zastockr. They were made public? 

Mr. Jackson. Not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Zastockt. I am sure that I and the Members of Congress are 
just as anxious as the Department of Defense and the Department of 
State not to arouse false hopes that the boys are alive. However, Mr. 
Secretary, do you feel that there is any reason that this list of the 450 
who remain unaccounted for should not be made public now? 

Mr. Jackson. Except the fact that again the publishing of such a 
list, even though not intended, might raise the hopes that these indi- 
viduals are still alive and kindle in the next of kin the hopes andthe 
optimism that they are. Other than that from the standpoint of the 
Department of De fense I see no objection, but there might well be 
some reason of strategy or some reason that the State Department 
might have hesitancy in their continued dealings with the Communist 
Chinese. 

Mr. Zastockt. May I ask the question of you, Secretary Robertson, 
does the State Department have any reason for withholding the names 
of the 450 that have not been acknowledged ? 

Mr. Ronertson. None, except the reason just cited by the represent- 
ative of the Department of Defense, whether it would serve to raise 
the hopes of the families that these men might still be alive. If I 
understand correctly, there is not any evidence that any of them are 
alive. 

Mr. Zasvocki. If the next of kin did not receive a wire as those 
whose sons were found, where there was conclusive evidence that they 
were dead, the 418 had received a wire advising them of the death of 
their sons. The others have not received it. Therefore, their hope is 
still there, and there is no argument to say that you would arouse their 
hope. Inasmuch as the next.of kin have not received any confirmation 
or wire of death, there still isa hope. There is no sound argument that 
you would further arouse their hopes by publishing the list. Each in- 
dividual parent still hopes that his or her son is alive. 

Publishing the list I think would have some value in negotiating 
with the Communist Chinese and the North Koreans when we show 
concern. “Here is a list that we know has not been accounted for. 
Congress wants an accounting. They are demanding it of you. 

Here is a very excellent statement, but I do hope that we can per- 
suade both - Department of State and the Department of Defense 
that that list be made public and that we let the Communists know 
that we are not only concerned about the American boys who are not 
accounted for but as well the United Nations Command personnel who 
have served with our boys, who were our allies. We are also just as 
deeply concerned as to their whereabouts. . 

Are there any questions? We will go down the line. Mr. Vorys? 

Mr. Vorys. I have two questions. In the first place, Mr. Chairman, 
the statement of these facts makes me gag and wonder at the incon- 
ceivable depravity of humanity shown in this thing. I have a revul- 
sion that is almost physical. While I would be happy to help sponsor 
a resolution, yet there are not words that can express my sense of in- 
dignation., 
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Mrs. Bouton. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt for just a moment and 
suggest that if the Congressman could speak a little louder it would 
be easier for the recorder. 

Mr. Vorys. My questions are: One, how many civilians do we know 
are still in the hands of the Reds? Is it 8 or 10? 

Mr. Rosertson. Eight. 

Mr. Vorys. The 8 and the 450. We know where the 8 are? 

Mr. Rozertson. Yes. They admit holding these 8. 

Mr. Vorys. But do we have any similar list of civilians who are not 
accounted for? 

Mr. Roszertson. No, not that I know of. 

Mr. Vorys. Second, in law at least in Ohio and in many States, 
there is a 7-year presumption of death. When a person disappears un- 
der circumstances where he might have passed away and 7 years el: apse 
then there is a presumption of death. I wonder what the situation is 
about that. 

Mr. Jackson. May I answer that, Mr. Chairman? 

Mr. Zasiockt. Yes. 

Mr. Jackson. That already has been done, sir. The next of kin of 
all these 450 have received benefits under the Missing Persons Act, 
prima facie as though they were dead. Our position is, in spite of 
that, we demand of the Communists an accounting since they were in 
their hands. Tell us when and how they died if they are dead. But 
all of these 450—and, indeed, the others, of course—have received the 
benefits provided by law under the Missing Persons Act. 

Mr. Vorys. Thank you. That concludes my questions. 

Mr. Zastockti. Mr. _ ther. 

Mr. Pitcuer. Mr. Jackson has just answered my question, Mr. 
Zablocki. I have been wondering if the next of kin of these people 
have received the benefits of insurance, and so forth, as if they had 
been killed in action. In other words, all of these 450, so far as the 
Defense Department’s records, are missing in action ? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes, sir; these people are “missing and presumed 
dead” as differentiated from missing and determined dead. 

Mr. Pitcner. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Zastockt. Mrs. Church. 

Mrs. Crurcu. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have three questions. 
Referring first to page 2 of Mr. Jackson’s testimony, the statement is 
made: 

We presented them with a revised list of 526 in the fall of 1954, hoping that 
the reduced list might result in a more satisfactory accounting by the Commu- 
nists. 

I note in the paragraph above the reduction came about because of 
efforts that were made. What were those efforts and how did we get 
documentary evidence of death ? 

Mr. Jackson. As I indicated, through the Military Armistice Com- 
mission and through the Graves Registra tion Units of the U. N. Con- 
mand, and through other information sifting through our reports and 
interviews with returning POW’s we ascertained conclusively that 
they were dead and so concluded. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. You felt it is conclusive? 

Mr. Jackson. Yes. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. My second question, Mr. Jackson: What has been 
the experience of the other nations within the United Nations group 
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that had their men held? Have they had any better luck than we 
have had or have they given up the attempt to find out? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not have any knowledge of the activities of the 
other nations. Perhaps the State Department people might have. 
My assumption would be that they were no more successful than we 
were with these Chinese Communists. 

Mr. Rozertrson. Do you know of any similar situation with the 
other nations? This is Ambassador Johnson who has been repre- 
senting us in the Geneva talks. I do not know. I cannot answer the 
question. Ido not know what has been the experience with the others. 
Insofar as I know, with the exception of the Koreans—there are sev- 
eral thousand Koreans that have not been accounted for. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. I wonder, Mr. Chairman, if it would be possible to 
find out whether other nations have just written these men off or 
whether they have taken any further steps. 

Mr. Zastocki. Ambassador Johnson. 


STATEMENT OF HON. U. ALEXIS JOHNSON, UNITED STATES 
AMBASSADOR TO CZECHOSLOVAKIA 


Mr. Jounson. My understanding is that the largest group in cate- 
gories similar to those of Americans are the South Koreans. I am 
not aware that they are taking any further steps at the present time. 
It is my understanding also that there are a few from most of each 
of the other countries who had forces in Korea who are also in a 
similar situation. I am not aware of any active steps they are taking 
at the present time in this regard, 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Mr. Chairman, since this is described as United Na- 
tions action I think it is appropriate to ask whether the United 
Nations has ever taken any steps? 

Mr. Roserrson. Yes. When Mr. Hammarskjold went to Peiping, 
he went not only to make strong representations on behalf of the 
flyers whom they admitted holding, but also he carried with him a 
list of all the unaccounted-for military personnel which was made up 
and given to him by the Department of Defense. He made strong 
representations that the Communists make an accounting for these. 
The Communists, as we indicated, at first denied holding any of them. 
They had agreed in the armistice agreement to exchange all military 
en It was some months later that we found that they were 
iolding the 15 flyers who were subsequently released, As no one could 
feel sure that what they said had any bearing on the truth, a con- 
tinuous effort was made to induce them to give an accounting. They 
should know whether or not they were dead or alive. At first they 
contemptuously refused to give any answer. They would not even 
receive the list. After long months of pressure, they came back with 
a very unsatisfactory accounting. 

Mrs. Cuurcn. I am sure you have heard me express myself before 
on that. My revulsion is equal to that of Mr. Vorys. I know that 
the resolution we are ‘daahlitien calls upon the Defense and State 
Departments to do everything feasible. Do you think that everything 
has been done that could be done? : : 
‘ Mr. Rosertson. I think everything has been done that could be 

one. 
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Mrs. Cuurcu. You have no suggestions for what could be done 
further ? 

Mr. Rosertson. Except to keep on demanding release. 

Mrs. Cuurcn. I would like to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am in- 
clined to the viewpoint that the public ation of the names might even 
gratify the families rather than raise false hopes. I happen to have 
had two sons in the war myself, one son in the Pacific area. If the 
situation were unfortunately mine, I am perfectly sure that no hope 
whatsoever would ever die—and that no publication of the names 
could increase or decrease my own emotion regarding the situation. 
I think that I would rather like to have the names listed to show the 

erfidy of the Communist Chinese; and my own reaction to that per- 
fidy would be such that any personal consideration I might have, if 
I did have any, would be secondary to what might happen if we 
actually took the step of announcing to the world that here is another 
case that proved that the Communists could not be trusted. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Zastocki. Mr. Farbstein. 

Mr. Farsstern. May I reserve my right to question later, if you 
please ? 

Mr. Zastocsti. Mr. Saund. 

Mr. Saunp. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr Zastockt. Dr. Judd? 

Dr. Jupp. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

I have no comments to make. I agree thoroughly and have all 
along with what Mrs. Church has said, that the issue here is bigger 
than the feelings of individual people. In the first place I do not 
think that the feelings and emotions of parents and relatives would 
be unfavorably influenced by publication of this list. If you draft 
people into the service it is rather difficult for the family. If you 
send them into the war situation these men were called upon to go 
through, if we go to that extreme for the defense of our country 
against the enemy, I think it is a little out of balance, if not almost 
sentimental, to refuse to expose the nature of the enemy that these 
men gave their lives or at least risked their lives to oppose and, in- 
stead, at this stage of the game, make the primary consider ation 
concern for the understandable feelings of the relatives. I think that 
the larger questions and the larger interests of policy must take 
precedence. I do not think it w ould injure anybody in our country 
and it might help clarify the thinking of those people who still seem 
to be somewhat confused. 

Mr. Zastocgr. Mr. Coffin. 

Mr. Corrtn. Mr. Chairman, I am not on this subcommittee. 

Mr. ZaBtocki. We welcome you and are happy to have you. 

Mr. Corrtn. I am very much interested in this subject matter. I 
would like to know whether there is any intimation that the C hinese 
Communists are holding this out as a bargaining lever in any negotia- 
tions they hope to conduct with us. Has there been any intimation 
or statement to us or to Mr. Hammarskjold or anybody else? 

Mr. Rosertson. Not as regards this list of military personnel. 
They have very definitely tried to hold the 8 civilians as political 
hostages, although 23 months ago they made an unconditional com- 
mitment to release them expeditiously. 
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Mr. Corrin. What was the answer that they gave Hammarsk- 
jold and the representatives of the United Kingdom and India 
when in January 1955, they interceded ? 

Mr. Rozerrson. They denied holding any. 

Mr. Corrry. The Red Cross has no workers over there ? 

Mr. Roperrson. No. 

Dr. Jupp. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Corrin. Yes. 

Dr. Jupp. Is it not also true that they denied possession of two of 
those flyers whom they afterward admitted they had under their 
control? Did they not first reveal their existence to our men in 
negotiations at Geneva when they just announced that they had cer- 
tain persons in their control whol control by them they had pre- 
viously denied ¢ 

Mr. Roperrson. I would like Ambassador Johnson to answer that 
because he conducted the negotiations at Geneva. 

Dr. Jupp. I did not see the Ambassador. It is nice to have you 
here. 

Mr. Jonson. I would have to consult my records. I cannot recall 
that they specifically denied that they hel 1 these men. They did not 
give me any information on them, but I cannot recall spec ific ally that 
the ry deniec 1 hol ling them. 

Dr. Jupp. Maybe my memory is not clear on this point. I thought 
we had asked them about the whole list of Americans and they had 
never advised us that they were holding certain persons who were on 
the list until one day they finally advised us that they had those per- 
sons. They had never denied that they had them, but they had never 
told us previously ¢ 

Mr. Jonnson. That is correct. 

Dr. Jupp. They never said “We do not hold John Jones,” but they 
had not advised during months of talks that they did ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is correct. That is the way it was. In August 
of 1955, when we renewed these talks they gave me a list of all Ameri- 

cans whom they said they held at that time. They have consistently, 
sinc e then, taken the position that that is all of them, that there are no 
other Americans alive in their hands. ‘They also allege that they have 
told us of all who are deceased. In 1954 they told me a few civilians 
had died in prison. They say that no other Americans have died on 
their soil of which they have knowledge. 

Dr. Jupp. Did they give you the names of those certain civilians? 

Mr. Jounson. The "y gave the names of those certain civilians who 
died in 1954. That was the first information on those cases. 

Dr. Jupp. Since they gave you the list which they said was com- 
plete in 1955 we have not gotten definite evidence of any additional 
personnel than those included on that list ? 

Mr. Jonnson. That is right. 

Dr. Jupp. Thank you. 

Mr. Zastocki. Have they at any time admitted to any number of 
military personnel they are holding? 

Mr. JOHNSON. They did to the 11 B-29 flyers and the 4 jet pilot 
whom they subsequent ly released. 

Mr. Zasnocki1. Other than that? 
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Mr. Jounson. Other than that they have never admitted to any 
others. 

Mr. Zastocki. What was their reply to your request for an account- 
ing for the 450? 

Mr. Jonnson. That this was a matter which should be taken up 
with the Korea Military Armistice Commission. 

Mr. Zastockt. They did not deny that they possibly could have 
some of these / 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; they did. As I just said to Mr. Judd, they de- 
nied that they had in ¢ ‘hina any other Americans in their hands, and 
as far as accounting for these 450 they said that was properly a matter 
which should be taken up with the Military Armistice Commission in 
Korea. That position they have consistently taken throughout in 
response to my demands on this point. 

Mr. Zasiocki. Would this be a fair question to ask you, Mr. Am- 
bassador : It is my understanding, or I have been told, that the British 
have advised that all of the American prisoners of war—as a matter 
of fact, I suppose including all the United Nations military prisoners 
in China—were moved to Northern Korea. 

Mr. Jounson. I am sorry. I am not quite clear on your question. 

Mr. Zastockt. Is there any truth to the statement that all of the 
American military personnel in China were moved from China to 
Northern Korea, and that. would substantiate the statement made by 
the Communist Chinese in the negotiations that there are none in 
China, but they did not say that they did not move them to North- 
ern Korea? 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman, my understanding of the situation 
is that there was a certain amount of movement back and forth dur- 
ing the Korean hostilities. We know of some cases in which men 
were captured in Korea, taken to Manchuria, and then later returned 
to Korea. In other cases, for example, the 11 B-29 personnel and 
4 jet pilots, the Chinese allege that they were captured in Man- 
churian territory. 

Mr. Zastocki. Mr. Ambassador, I am trying to bring out that they 
may be technically correct in stating they do not have any Ameri- 
can military personnel now incare erated in China. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes. 

Mr. Zasvocki. But that it could very well be that the Communists 
have taken them to Northern Korea. There is no difference in my 
mind what jail they are in, where they are being held against their 
own will. If they are in China or Northern Korea, the Communist 
Chinese are just as much to blame, are they not ? 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, yes, and that is exactly the point I have made 
with them. 

Mr. Zasvocki. If there were any number that were moved from 
the Chinese mainland or from Manchuria to Korea, they should be 
willing to give a list of those people who were moved. 

Mr. JoHNSON. Certainly. 

Mr. Zasvocxt. To this date they have not given a list of those that 
they moved ? 
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STATEMENT OF JAMES J. KELLEHER, JR., OFFICE OF THE ASSIST- 
ANT TO THE SECRETARY OF DEFENSE (SPECIAL OPERATIONS) 


Mr. Ketiever. I believe I could clear up that point, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The North Koreans deny that they hold any in North Korea. 
The Chinese Communists deny that they hold any in Communist 
China. We have to work with representatives of both of these so- 
called governments in the Military Armistice Commission. 

Mr. Zastocki. That does not really clear up the matter. The 
North Koreans deny having any of our boys in Northern Korea, but 
if you could get the C ommunist Chinese at least to admit that they 
moved some of our boys from Manchuria to Northern Korea, then 
those boys should be accounted for either by the Communist C hinese 
or by the Northern Koreans. 

Mr. Jonmnson. I can answer that. They have never admitted that. 

Mr. Zastockt. I thought you said so. 

Mr. Jounson. No. That'is information that we have obtained from 
returning prisoners. 

Mr. Zasvockt. | misunderstood, Mr. Ambassador. You said that it 
is our knowledge that boys were captured in Manchuria and moved to 
China and moved back but they have never admitted that. 

Mr. Jounson. They were subsequently returned. We obtained that 
knowledge from the prisoners when they returned. We did not obtain 
that knowledge from Chinese or Koreans. 

Mr. Zasvocks. Mr. Ambassador, have you asked in any negotiations 
whether the Communists have moved any of our prisoners? Have you 
specifically asked them to account for the movement of our prisoners ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, L have. I pointed out the fact— 

Mr. Zastockt. What was their answer to your question / 

Mr. Jomnson. That they have no prisoners. 

Mr. Zas.tockt. Did they say they did not move any? 

Mr. Jonnson. No, they just avoided the question. Their answer 
consistently always is they have no prisoners of ours, that they have 
no other Americans. 

Mr. Zastockt. Did they actually deny or agree to your question that 
they moved them ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. They just didn’t address themselves to it. 

Mr. Vorys. I wondered about a case like the United States Army 
private, as in Mr. Jackson’s case, where the Army private’s mother 
received a message over a Communist radio broadcast and later the 
Communists stated they had no data concerning the fate of this soldier. 
Did they admit that they sent the message in ‘this case but claim that 
they have lost track of the man? In these cases where you have the 
Communists through photographs or radio messages telling about pris- 
oners do they admit those things? 

Mr. Jounson. No, Mr. Vorys, they do not admit it. When I pointed 
this type of case out, I consistently get back the reply, “We have told 
you about all the Americans we have in our hands. We have no others. 
Anything else dealing with this matter of prisoners should be talked 
over with the Korea Armistice Commission. 
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Mr. Vorys. When you say “Here is a photograph of the man which 
“ame from Korea, or from C hina,” or “Here is a monitored radio 
broadcast,” do they deny the photogr aph was taken or the broadcast 
was made, or do they say “Yes, but we don’t know what happened 
afterwards.” 

What is their line in those cases / 

Mr. Kettener. They give us exactly the same answer there, sir, that 
they have given us every bit of information they have. Then they 
usually launch into a propaganda counterattack. 

Mr. Zasxocki. If the Secretary repeated what he told me it would 
be very helpful to the others and it would be appropriate to have on 
the record. 

Mr. Roserrson. What I said to the chairman was that the answer 
to his questions could be found in the records of the Military Armis- 
tice Commission. That was the place where our representatives made 
the demand that they carry out the armistice agreement and either 
return these people or give an accounting for them, either produce 
them or state where they were, whether they were dead or alive, and 
if they died to give that information. 

Ambassador Johnson’s talks at Geneva, followed the frustrating 
efforts of being unable to get any information out of the Military 
Armistice Commission. At Geneva he found them adopting the 
same tactics—making flat answers that they didn’t have them. 

You will find a long record of interminable meetings where our 
representatives made every effort to get these people to say whether 
these missing men were dead or alive—they were completely frus- 
trated in their efforts. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Mr. Chairman, I find it highly gratifying to have 
Ambassador Johnson here this morning. I wonder if he is going 
to testify on his own account, or would it be appropriate to ask some 
questions now ‘ 

Mr. Zanvocki. It is appropriate to ask questions now. I regret I 
did not advise the subcommittee that Ambassador Johnson was not to 
testify but was present here to answer whatever questions members 
might have of him. 

It is proper now to ask questions of him. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. I would like to have the record of these hearings 
include some overall statement of the activity of Ambassador John- 
son. It is very appropriate that we know when the talks began at 
Geneva and how many times he conferred with the Communists and 
particularly the status of the situation now. 

Mr. Jounson. With regard to the prisoners ? 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Yes, with regard to the prisoners. 

Mr. Jounson. I believe that is fairly well covered in Mr. Robert- 
son’s statement. My first talks with them on the subject of prisoners 
was in June of 1954, at the time of the Geneva Conference. That 
contact was subsequently maintained through the consul general 
there, and then talks were renewed by me on August 1, 1955. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. How many times have you contacted them ? 

Mr. Jounson. Since August 1 of 1955 I have had 67 meetings with 
them. I have brought up the prisoner question, this question of 
missing military personnel, on numerous occasions throughout those 
67 meetings. 
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Mrs. Cuurcu. Why did you think you were meeting so con 
tinuously? Was it merely to keep the issue alive or with the hope 
of getting some inform: ition 4 

Mr. Jounson. As you know, my meetings also deal with the ques- 
tion of civilians'as well and the question of renunciation of force. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Did you have a growing sense of frustration ¢ 

Mr. Jonson. I must admit to that, cert: tainly. 

Mrs. Cuurcrt. Did it ever occur to you that to call off the meetings 
might be wise or would it have been harmful ? 

Mr. Jounson. I think we produced a certain amount of favorable 
results from the meetings. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Have the meetings been terminated now / 

Mr. Jounson. No. Lam meeting again on July 11. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Would you be sood enough to tell us how you ap- 
proach the situation’ It is a rather st: ale issue to you, certainly, 
but when you go back do you say once more that you wish to bring 
up this question ¢ Then what happens? 

Mr. Jounson. | would prefer not in open session to go into all 
the details of our meetings. 

Mrs. Crurcu. | will defer the question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Jupp. I should like to say for the record that I think Ambas- 
sador Johnson has conducted himself in a most exemplary way, which 
has been of benefit to our country and to all the free peoples of the 
world im this most difficult assignment, where he knew perfectly well 
from long experience with the Communists that they never try to 
get a settlement and every discussion is used as a means of trying 
to trap you inadvertently into something where they can make po- 
litical papain Lor put us at a disadvantage. 

Your skill in meeting with them 67 times without stubbing your 
toe even once is iy about an alltime record. I spent many months 
with them myself in the 1930’s and the most innocent looking ques- 
tions may come up which seem to be completely peripheral, and be- 
hind them, if you make the wrong answer, there is a trap. 

I think Ambassador Johnson should be commended for the ereat 
service he has rendered his country. 

Mr. Jounson. I deeply appreciate that, Mr. Judd. 

Mr. Zanvockt. Mr. Hays of Ohio. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. I have no 
questions. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Mrs. Bolton ¢ 

Mrs. Bovron. I would like to associate myself with this whole 
questioning period. I think the questions which have been asked 
have been very helpful to those of us who have to meet this issue 
outside. It is a most shocking business, and to get a little closer to 
it, and where we get no satist: iction, it makes us feel we can say to 
our people that everything is being done that can be done. I am 

very grateful for the opportunity of coming in with the subeommit- 
tee this morning. 

Mr. Zastockt. I do hope the members stay after the open hearing. 

We will have a distinguished gentlemen who are Gatane: us In 
executive session on the matter before us and other related matters 
of interest in the Far East. 

Mr. Smith? 
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Mr. Smiru. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry I came in a little late. 

Do we have an official report from the Department as to its atti- 
tude on House Concurrent Resolution 1404 

Mr. Zastockt. We have a report on House Concurrent Resolution 
120. There is a difference between the concurrent resolution in- 
troduced by Congressman Lane and the one which I introduced. There 
is a very slight difference and I think we can take care of that right 
how. 

House Concurrent Resolution 140 refers to prisoners of war in the 
hands of Communist. forces. 

Congressman Lane’s resolution refers to military personnel believed 
to have been taken prisoners by the Communists during the Korean 
war. 

Which language is more accurate / 

Mr. Rosertson. The difference in the two resolutions which is really 
important appears on page 2. House Concurrent Resolution 140 
states: 

The President, through his own offices, and those of the Secretary of State and 
the Secretary of Defense, should make the return of the four hundred and fifty 
American prisoners of war still imprisoned by Communist forces the foremost 
objective of the foreign policy of the United States. 

House Concurrent Resolution 120 states: 

The President, through his own offices, and those of the Secretary of State 
and Secretary of Defense, should make satisfactory accounting for the four 
hundred and fifty American prisoners of war, an important objective of the 
foreign policy of the United States. 

[ believe the latter is preferable. 

Mr. Jupp. Why couldn't you say “return and account for”? 

Mr. Zasiocki. We will take that up in executive session. 

Mr. Smiru. What was the answer to my question, if I might have 
it for my own information at this time, on the question as to the official 
position of the Department ? 

Mr. Zasiocki. Mr. Secretary, would you want to add further to the 
report we had read ¢ 

We can have that read again. 

Mr. ee Is it long? 

Mr. Zasiocki. Not very long. It was read at the very beginning of 
the session, Mr. Smith, but we will have it reread. 

Mr. Westreua. This is a letter from Assistant Secretary of State 
Hill to Mr. Gordon, dated March 12, 1957. 


Dear Mr. Gorpon: In your letter of February 25, 1957, you requested the De- 
partment’s comments on House Concurrent Resolution 120, which is intended to 
express the sense of Congress with respect to the American military personnel 
for whose fate no satisfactory accounting has been received from the Communist 
side in the Korean hostilities. 

It is the opinion of the Department that this resolution accurately reflects 
United States policy in attempting to secure an accounting for these service- 
men and the reasons therefor. It is consonant with the continued efforts of the 
Departments of Defense and State to find an answer to this tragic problem. 
The Department of State feels that the Communists should be able to furnish an 
accounting for these men, as required by the Korean armistice agreement. The 
Department agrees that this matter is of most serious concern to the highest 
levels of the Government of the United States. 


Mr. Smirn. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. That is all I have. 
Mr. Zasvockt. Are there any further questions? 
{No response. ) 
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Mr. Zasiooki. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 
We will now hear Congressman Lane. 


STATEMENT OF HON. THOMAS J. LANE, A REPRESENTATIVE IN 
CONGRESS FROM THE STATE OF MASSACHUSETTS 


Mr. Lane. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, first I 
wish to express to you, Mr. Ch: airman and member of the committee, 
my appreciation for your kindness in giving me this opportunity to 
say a few words on some of these bills pending before your committee 
this morning and to compliment and congratulate your committee 
for bringing this matter to the attention of the public. 

I would like to say a brief word with reference to House Concur- 
rent Resolution 120. I also filed a Concurrent Resolution 23 in which 
I am no longer interested since House Concurrent Resolution 120 ap- 
pears to be a much better resolution. 

Mr. Chairman, from various reliable sources we piece together 
the tragedy of the hundreds of Americans taken prisoner during the 
Korean war, who are still held as captives by the Chinese Reds in 
cynical and contemptuous defiance of the Korean truce agreement. 

The Communist mentality delights in crushing human rights, and 
in betraying its internation: al : agreements. 

It. tries, ‘by a combination of confusion, mendacity, and exaspe- 
rating delays, to brainwash individuals and governments into sub- 
mission. 

Quietly, but persistently, through the winding trails of interna- 
tional diplomacy, our Government is trying to effect the release of 
these men. 

That has been borne out here by your hearings this morning and 
you got considerable valuable information from the Department, for 
which the committee must be congratulated. 

This is the traditional way of negotiation, that has its advantages 
and its pitfalls. 

The unscrupulous Reds, schooled in the devious art of blackmail, 
are plainly trying to make a deal. 

They may repatriate, or account for some of these American 
prisoners, in exchange for concessions that would dishonor us before 
mankind. 

That is the crux of the dilema they have contrived. 

They know that we will never rest until our fellow citizens are 
liberated. But they hope to wear us down so that we will abandon 
ot moral position whereby we insist that these men be released be- 

‘ause they are held illegally—and, in securing their release by con- 
cmaleii compromise ourselves beyond redemption. 

What is the alternative ? 

There was a time when we were unafraid. In clear and explicit 
terms we would set a date by which these men must be released—or 
else we would take positive action to free them. 

With an eve to other dangers in the world of today, we practice 
caution. 

We try, through the young and feeble influence of the United 
Nations, to reason with the Reds, and induce them to observe the 
standards of international law and order. 
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Meanwhile, our men are rotting in Communist compounds. 

Perhaps the most oppressive punishment they are suffering is de- 
spair at the thought that their own Government may be only going 
through the motions on the merry-go-round of diplom: itic notes and 
inconclusive conferences. 

We soberly recognize the fact that the long-range hope of the world 
is an organization like the United Nations that will grow up to its 
responsibilities. 

But how long will that take ? 

And what happens to American prisoners of war while the talks go 
on year after year ? 

I do not advocate an ultimatum to Red China demanding the release 
of these men and threatening to take military action if they fail to do 
so by a given date. I am sure that those most concerned, the relatives 
and friends of these unhappy prisoners, would not expect us to take 
such drastic action even for a cause that is right and just. 

But we are not satisfied with the results obtained to date. 

Conferences and notes have bogged down in the weariness of rou- 
tine. The Communists calculate that we will tire and forget. They 
see little mention of this issue in the American press. They believe 
that our moral imperatives will slacken, and end up in appeasement. 

That is why I consider House Concurrent Resolution 120 as essen- 
tial to counteract certain false assumptions on the part of the Red 
Chinese regime. 

[ believe that it will strengthen the hand of our State Department 
by revealing, through congressional action, the determination of the 
American people to press for the release of these men without shabby 
compromise. 

Only on this firm moral basis, supported by American public 
opinion, can we convince the Chinese Reds that their policy of evasion, 
delay, and violation of the Korean armistice agreement is bound to 
fail. 

The United States of America has never acquiesced in actions by foreign 
nations which illegally deprive our citizens of their liberty. 

And never will. 

IT am confident that the forthright and sustained adherence to these 
principles, as reiterated in House Concurrent Resolution No. 120, will 
help to break the present stalemate and expedite the release of those 
Americans still held as prisoners of war by the Chinese Reds. 

By serving notice on them by this resolution: 

That it is the sense of the Congress that the President, through his own offices 
and those of the Secretary of State and the Secretary of Defense, should make 
satisfactory accounting for the 450 American prisoners of war an important 
objective of the foreign policy of the United States. 

I would like to say a brief word if I may, without encroaching on 
the time of other speakers here because you have listened to some 
learned statements from the witnesses present here this morning. 

I wish to make further a statement with reference to House Reso- 
lution 173. I originally filed House Resolution 79. I am not inter- 
ested now in that bill. I think House Resolution 173 is much better. 

The Chinese Reds have been cornered on one fact and we must not 
permit them to squirm out of it. 
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We have never been able to pin them down on the hundreds of 
American prisoners of war still held by them, or to make any progress 
in effecting their release. This must continue to be the “foremost ob- 
jective of the foreign policy of the United States” backed insistently 
by public opinion. 

The situation is clearly different regarding another, and much 
smaller group of Americans who have been deprived of their freedom 
by those who govern China at the present time. 

The Reds admit that they still old 10 of these prisoners including 
one of my constituents, Richard G. Fecteau, of Lynn, Mass. 

On February 4, 1957, Walter S. Robertson, Assist ant Secretary of 
State for Far Eastern Affairs was quoted as saying: 

On September 10, 1955, the regime made an unconditional commitment to 
release 19 Americans, then being held in Red Chinese prisons. Ten of these 
Americans are still there, being held as hostages to obtain political concessions. 

Mark that word “unconditional.” 

Hold the Reds to it. 

How ? 

Not by being diverted from it, or being drawn into endless con- 
ferences that give the Reds a prestige equality on this issue that they 
are not entitled to. The Reds’ conception of a conference is to exhaust 
the other side, bring in other subjects not pertinent to the issue at 
hand, and force concessions that amount to capitulation. 

There is only one issue here: to make the Chinese Reds live up to 
their une onditional commitment to release the 10 Americans still held 
prisoners by them. 

By the steady and unrelenting pressure of moral force. 

Before the bar of world opinion, the United Nations. 

They have released some. Why not all? 

We must not let them get off ‘the hook until the 10 Americans are 
liberated. 

By hammering away at the failure of the Reds to honor their com- 
mitment, and by refusing to discuss any other extraneous subject, 
I believe we shall succeed in bri inging about the release of all. 

If we ever back down on this, or start to make concessions, Chinese 
propaganda will exploit our weakness as another American “defeat” 
that will cause us “to lose face” and lead to a further deterioration 
of our prestige in the Far East. If we fail to stand up to the Com- 
munists when they are “dead wrong” as in this case, we shall be 
charged with appeasement, and the whole moral basis of our opposi- 
tion to communism will be weakened beyond recovery. 

We did not speak up forcefully in the U. N. against the Red rape 
of Hungary. 

We let Nasser get away with his seizure of the Suez Canal because 
we did not wish to offend him by a harsh rebuke. 

This diplomatic pussyfooting does not reflect the true character 

American public opinion on these issues. 

Where the issue is clear, and inescapable, as in the case of the 10 
Americans who should have been released long before this, we expect 
our representatives at the U. N. to speak up courageously and steadily 
to compel Red China by the pressure of international opinion to ful 
fill her admitted obligation. 
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As I said, I am more interested in House Resolution 173, Mr. 
Chairman, which reads as follows: 


[H. Res. 173, 85th Cong., 1st sess.] 
RESOLUTION 


Resolved, That the House of Representatives hereby expresses its profound 
sense of indignation and shock at the continued illegal imprisonment of ten 
Americans by the Chinese Communists in flagrant contravention of the pledge 
made at Geneva by the Chinese Communists in September 1955. It is the sense 
of the House of Representatives that the President should continue to take such 
—— as he may deem necessary and appropriate. 

~ Mr. Lane. That is all IT have to say, Mr. Chairman. I thank you 
most kindly for giving me this op portunity to speak before you on 
this very, very important subject matter. 

Mr. Zastockr. Thank you for your statement, Congressman Lane. 

I am sure you would want your resolution, when considered, to be 
corrected to read “8S Americans” since 2 have been released. 

Mr. Lane. That is correct. 

Mr. Zasvockt. Or leave out the number. 

Mr. Lane. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Zasvockt. Are there any questions of Mr. Lane ? 

Mr. Vorys? 

Mr. Vorys. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Zasvockti. Mr. Pilcher? 

Mr. Prccuer. No questions. 

Mr. Zasvockr. Mrs. Church ? 

Mrs. Cuurcn. I have no questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Mrs. Bolton ? 

Mrs. Boiron. No questions. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Mr. Coffin ? 

Mr. Corrty. No questions. 

Mr. Zastockt. Mr. Smith? 

Mr. Smiri. No questions. 

Mr. Zastockt. Mr. Hays of Ohio? 

Mr. . vys of Ohio. No questions. 

Mr. Zastockr. Mr. Farbstein ? 

Mr. Farssrern. No questions. 

Mr. Zasuockt. Dr. Judd? 

Dr. Jupp. No questions. 

Mr. Zasitockt. Mr. Saund ? 

Mr. Saunp. No questions. 

Mr. Lane. I realize that you are honored with having these men 
here this morning who are experts on this subject matter and the “V 
are the ones who can give you the valuable information you seek, 

Mr. Zantocki. We are delighted to have had you. Thank you 
very much for your statement. 

Gg ongressman Usher Burdick was to have appe ared before the com- 
mittee in behalf of his resolution. He was unable to be here and 
will file a statement. 

(The statement is as follows:) 
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CONGRESS OF THE UNITED STATES, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. C., May 27, 1957. 
Re House Concurrent Resolution 103. 


Hon. THomas S. Gorpon, 
Chairman, House Committee on Foreign Affairs, 
Washington, D.C. 


DeaR CHAIRMAN GorpoN: While the Defense Department has listed as dead 
some 450 American men serving with the Armed Forces of the United States 
in Korea, from time to time it is reported that one here and there is still living 
and a slave in Russian labor camps, or in Communist China. 

This situation should be thoroughly investigated, and no agreement of any 
kind should be entered into with Russia, until that country makes a full dis- 
closure of the prisoner soldiers of the United States under their control. The 
abandonment of these men by this Government cannot be tolerated. It is an 
easy way out to classify those prisoners as “dead,” but what a fatal blow to 
patriotism and loyalty if only one of these men is living and in the prison camps 
of a ruthless enemy. 

Sincerely, 
Usuer L. Burpick, Member of Congress. 


Mr. Zasvocki. Mr. Harry Moreland, of Tulsa, Okla. Would you 


care to be heard ¢ 
STATEMENT OF HARRY D. MORELAND, ATTORNEY, TULSA, OKLA. 


Mr. Moretanp. I am an attorney. I live at Tulsa, Okla., route 5, 
box 430. 

Mr. Chairman, thank you for this opportunity to appear here. I 
am not familiar with the method by which the committee operates. 
I came here this morning intending to listen with the hope and ex- 
pectation that before the hearing was over I could make some state- 
ment either on this occasion or at a future date. 

Since Mr. Jackson read the statement for the Defense Department 
I have become interested in the party mentioned under (4) on 
page 3 of his statement. No name ts given there in connection with 
the person covered by that statement, but the facts are essentially 
identical with the ones involving my son, Capt. Harry D. Moreland, 
Ir., that I had to pay particular attention to it. 

In making this statement I am surprised at this time concerning 
the information stated here that the Chinese say that he had escaped. 

For about 4 years I have been closely in contact with the Defense 
Department, and on oceasion with the State Department, and I had 

all times been told that the Chinese Communists had never given 
any information concerning my son. I was somewhat surprised to 
find this statement in here‘that they contended he escaped, which, of 
course, is nonsense in view of the fact that he was a double amputee 
at the time he was last seen by fellow prisoners in a Communist Chi- 
nese military hospital in North Africa, and that was the 15th of No- 
vember, 1952. 

Mr. Chairman, without intending to be critical but at the same 
time offering suggestions for what they are worth, and having in mind 
what Congressman Lane said a minute ago, that probably no one 
should advocate the use of force, or even a threat of force to the Com- 
munist Chinese, I feel that the approach and the attitude of our Gov- 
ernment, and the approaches which have been made to the Communists 
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from time to time are of such a weak character that they have not in- 
fluencéd the Chinese in the least, and such approaches are not likely to. 

Recently Congressman Belcher, who is the Congressman from my 
district in Oklahoma, sent me a letter which he had received from 
President Eisenhower, and I was impressed there as much as I have 
ever been by anything I have read on this by the distinction which 
President Eisenhower made between the duty, as he called it, of the 
Communist Chinese to return these men to us as opposed simply to his 
statement that we were continuing our efforts to require the Com- 
munists to account for them. 

I could not help but be shocked with the idea of the fact they owed 
us an obligation whereas the President was unable to express on the 
part of himself or the American people any obligation that we owe to 
the men on our part. I think our obligation is as great, if not greater, 
than any obligation the Chinese might labor under in that respect. 
They have m: ade us their promise, we exacted the promise from them, 
and we certainly have as high a moral and legal obligation and 
patriotic obligation to see that the Chinese live up to their promise 
as they have to evade it or fail to live up to it through their various 
means. 

If my talk here is somewhat rambling it is because I made notes as 
I went along without having an opportunity to organize them or my 
thoughts. 

Mr. Zasiocki. You mentioned the letter from the President. Was 
it your intention to have the committee insert that as part of the 
record ? 

Mr. Moretanp. I would like to have that done, Mr. Chairman. I 
have only a photostatic copy. I may have furnished that to you, and 
in the reproduction that took place at Tulsa I think perhaps the head- 
ing may not show on it. I think Mr. Eisenhower’s signature does 
appear. 

I would like to have it made a part of the record. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Without objection, it may be made part of the 
record. 

(The letter referred to is as follows :) 

THE WHITE Hou SE, 


Washington, January 22, 1957. 
Hon. Pace BELCHER, 


House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Pace: The intensity of your interest in our efforts to learn of the 
whereabouts and well-being of Capt. Harry D. Moreland, Jr., and of approxi- 
mately 450 other missing and unaccounted for servicemen, I appreciate more 
deeply than I can say. The continuing grief of his parents, and their determina- 
tion to gather such additional information as they can assemble, are likewise 
understandable. To them I hope you will extend my deepest sympathy, to- 
gether with my assurance to you and to them that our Government will not rest 
its efforts to obtain a full accounting from the Chinese Communists respecting 
the siatus of every American serviceman who fell into their hands. 

The information you furnished respecting Captain Moreland corresponds 
closely to the information known to our Government. Our last reliable report 
is that sometime in November 1952 he was taken from his hospital room during 
the night by the Chinese, and that on the following day the Chinese doctors 
and attendants would not divulge any information regarding him. Nothing 
further, official or unofficial, has been obtainable since then, despite our ceaseless 
efforts through interrogation of other repatriated prisoners, through discussions 
at Geneva, Panmunjom, and through friendly governments. These efforts will 
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not be relaxed. The Chinese Communists have a clear-cut obligation to give us 
whatever information they can about these servicemen. Our Government will 
continue to press for that information despite the repeated Communist denial 
that they hold the 450 men still missing and unaccounted for. 

I know you have both an official and a personal feeling about this tragic mat- 
ter, and I do also. Mr. and Mrs. Moreland can be certain that I personally, our 
State Department officials and our armed services’ representatives over the 
world have been and will tirelessly keep on doing everything humanly possible 
to obtain complete information respecting their valiant son. 

With kind regard, 

Sincerely, 
DwieuHT D. EISENHOWER. 

Mr. Moretanp. As part of the critical discussion I have been mak- 
ing here, it has impressed me that no reference has been made by 
either the State or Defense ae of any effort to obtain in- 
formation on this subject through the Nationalist Chinese Govern- 
ment which is at Formosa. I have reason to believe that undoubtedly 
the Nationalist Chinese Government has ways and means of obtaining 
information from the mainland of China, and it seems to me that that 
Government itself would be a very fine source of information if our 
Government would apply to it for information. 

That may have been done, but insofar as the statements which have 
been made here this morning are concerned, no reference has been 
made to it. 

A question was asked as to whether other nations have military 
personnel involved in a situation of this kind. I can only say that 
about 18 months ago I read in one of the Chicago papers that the 
Communist Chinese had released a Canadian soldier who apparently 
was held under similar circumstances, and the statement was made 
in the paper at the time that he was the last of either 7 or 8 military 
personnel from the British Empire who had been released or held 
beyond the period of the exchange of prisoners. 

T have gone through my file ‘and do not find that newspaper clip- 
ping. I thought I had it. Of course, I have been interested in this 
subject and read everything that I could see in the papers since that 
time, since this incident occurred. 

Mrs. Cuurcn. Might we have the date you thought you saw it? 

games More.anp. Mrs. Church, I would say it has ; been more than a 

ear ago and probably not more than 18 months. I am sure it was 
a 45 hicago paper. 

Mrs. Crrurcy. Was it a morning or evening paper ? 

Mr. Moreianp. While I am up there I read them both, Mrs. Church. 
I just would not know. I happened to be there on business. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Thank you. 

Mr. Morevanp. I have a copy of the speech which Mr. Robertson 
delivered in Bloomington, Ill., in February of this year. As I read 
that speech I gained the distinet impression that Mr. Robertson was 
expressing the view that these men were being held in violation of 
the Korean armistice terms for the definite purpose on the part of the 
Communist Chinese to use them for purposes of bargaining. If I im- 
plied too much from my reading of Mr. Robertson’s statement he will 
have to excuse me, but that is what the words meant to me. 

Mr. Zasvocki. To stay within the rules of our committee, Mr. More- 
land, you will please refrain from interrogating the Assistant Secre- 
tary of State or the representative of the Department of Defense. 
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Please make your statement and your charges and we may later 
interrogate him. 

That isa procedure to which we must adhere. 

However, if the Assistant Secretary of State desires to reply and 
offers to reply without being questioned he may do so now. 

Mr. Ronerrson. I would like to do so. My reference, Mr. More- 
land, was to the civilians being held by the Communists, those they 
had agreed to release, and I did not mean to imply that they were 
holding these military men as political hostages. My reference was 
to civilians being held and not unaccounted-for military men. 

Mr. Moreiann. Thank you. I don’t think I asked him a question. 
I may have been looking at him when I was making the statement. 

Mr. Zasvockt. I thought I saw a question coming. 

Mr. Ropsertson. I would be delighted to answer any questions. 

Mr. Moretanp. I would like, if I am not permitted to do it myself, 
to have some member of the committee ask the representative of the 
Defense Department if the person described in paragraph number (/) 
on page 3 ismy son. Would someone ask that question / 

Mrs. Borron. I will be glad to ask the question. 

Mr. Zastocki. Mrs. Bolton would like to ask the question of Mr. 
Jackson, whether the person referred to on page 3, paragraph (4), 
the United States Army captain, pilot of a liaison plane shot down 
in October 1952 was Mr. Moreland’s son. 

Is that your question / 

Mrs. Bonron. Yes. 

Mr. Jackson. The answer is yes. 

Dr. Jupp. I should like to have an accounting of why, if the De- 
fense Department all along has had information that the Com- 
munists claimed this man had escaped, that information was not 
transmitted to Captain Moreland’s father. 

I understood him to say he had been trying to find out every bit 
of information and that this is the first intim: ae he has ever had 
that the Communists claimed his son escaped, however ridiculous 
that claim might have been. 

Mr. More.anp. That is correct. 

Dr. Jupp. I should like to have an explanation of that. 

Mr. Zasiockt. For the record so it will be clear, this is the first time 
vou have received this information / 

Mr. Moreianp. Yes, here in the committee room this morning. 

Mr. Zantockt. You have attempted to obtain that information / 

Mr. Morenanp. Yes, and I have had the finest relations with the 
Defense Department and a promise from them to furnish me cur- 
rently all of the information that the Department obtained. 

This information when it was obtained was not furnished to me. 

Mr. Zantockt1. May we have your question restated to Mr. Jackson ? 

Dr. Jupp. I repeat : I should like to have an explanation given the 
committee, if not in public session then in private session, and to 
Mr. Moreland, of the Department’s reasons for not having communi- 
cated this information to Mr. Moreland earlier regarding the Com- 
munist report that his son, Captain Moreland, had escaped. 

Mr. Zasiocki. Since your question requests that the reply be made 
to Mr. Moreland it should be made public now. 
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Dr. Jupp. I will leave it up to the Defense Department. The com- 
mittee should have an explanation as well as an explanation for the 
man’s father. 

Mr. Zasiocki. Mr. Jackson ¢ 

Mr. Jackson. I think the reaction of the witness to this statement 
was the same as ours, that this was such patent and obvious foible 
on the part of the Communists that it did not warrant even accept- 
ance as being a fact in view of the factors which are set forth here. 

This information was cited here as another example, and the wit- 
ness characterized it as utter nonsense, as to the attitude of the 
Communists with whom we have had to deal. 

We did not even dignify it with the status of a sensible, plausible, 
or even a purported answer but another effort of their parrying and 
deceit. 

Dr. Jupp. While that probably is a logical explanation, I do not 
think it is an adequate justification for the failure of the Defense 
Department during this long period to pass on this information to the 
man’s father, however nonsensical it may have seemed. 

If I had a boy, I would like to have every scrap of information 
available, even if in the transmission of the information the Depart- 
ment added what Mr. Jackson said now. 

It could say it is nonsensical, a demonstration of the kind of evasive 
tactic they use, but this is what they claim. 

These things are of enormous importance to human beings regard- 
ing their loved ones, and the Department should have passed it on. 

Tf you have information like that regarding others of these 450 
which you have not passed on to their relatives because it seemed to 
you completely absurd, I as one Member of Congress and as an Amer- 
ican citizen, think you would be well advised to pass on such informa 
tion, and ill advised if you do not pass on such information. 

Mr. Zasiocki. What is the policy of the Defense Department in 
advising the next of kin? Is it only upon their request that you offer 
information or do you keep the next of kin advised when you receive 
information worthy of transmittal ? 

Mr. Jackson. The witness indicated that the attitude of the Depart- 
ment of Defense is most solicitous and of greatest concern to provide 
information that is of value and of help and assistance to the next of 
kin. I think anyone who has had any experience with the Depart- 
ment of Defense will confirm that. 

Mrs. Cuurcn. Do we have a list of the 450 ourselves ? 

Mr. Zasiocki. I have a list which apparently appeared in some 
leftist paper here. There are 517. They apparently got a list, but 
we don’t have a list of our own. 

Mrs. Cuurcn. Can we ask for a list ? 

Mr. Jackson. I do not have it with me. We can provide the com- 
mittee with a list of the 450. 

Dr. Jupp. You will have to get a decision from topside as to whether 
it can be made public. Is that right ? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. We can make it available to this committee 
and this committee can publish it if they feel they want to. 

Dr. Jupp. You will not classify it ? 

Mr. Jackson. No, sir. It requires nothing more than a request 
from this committee and we will have it here promptly. We haven't 
it here now. 
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Mr. Zastocki. In the past the committee or individuals in the 
other body were prevented from making the list public? 

Mr. Jackson. I am afraid I do not understand. 

Mr. Zasiocki. Was the list classified up until this time? You say 
if we get it now, we can make it public. It was my understanding 
that a committee in the other body made a similar request and it was 
classified and not available to them for publication. 

Mr. Jackson. I am not familiar with that request and decision. 
The list of names per se is not classified information. We have felt 
from our standpoint that the question as to whether it would em- 
barrass negotiations was peculiarly a matter for State. We have no 
objections, however, if State feels it would not embarrass or harass 
their negotiations, to provide this committee in any event with a list, 
and that would not be classified. 

Mr. Ropertson. State has no objections. This list has been given to 
the Chinese Communists by State. The only consideration we have 
had—and it has not been our decision to say whether or not the list 
would be made public—the only consideration we have had is from 
the standpoint of the families involved. 

We have given this list to the Chinese Communists. So far as our 
negotiations are concerned it has nothing to do with them. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Do you understand that the list was shown to mem- 
bers of the other body with the understanding that it not be made 
public ? 

Mr. Jackson. I have not said “Yes” or “No.” Iam not familiar with 
that situation, Mr. Chairman. I have no knowledge of it. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. I would like to make an official request for that list 
in behalf of the committee. 

Dr. Jupp. I second the motion. 

Mr. Zastockt. Your motion will be put in executive session. 

(The list of personnel for whom an accounting has not been made 
was subsequently supplied the subcommittee and appears on 
pp. 27-82.) 

Mr. Pitcuer. I would like to ask Mr. Robertson this question: My 
information this morning is that we do not know whether these other 
countries, our allies in the Korean war, have had their prisoners re- 
patriated or not. I thought the Defense Department was working 
with the United Nations and certainly would know whether all the 
Canadians had been repatriated or whether all the Australians and 
British have been freed. That question was asked of somebody here 
this morning. 

Mr. Ropertrson. When Mr. Hammerskjold went there in January 
of 1955, he carried along a list of United Nations personnel for which 
no accounting had been made. He made representations on behalf 
of them on that visit. 

As I indicated earlier, there are several thousands of Koreans for 
which no accounting has been made. 

Mr. Piucuer. How about the British, Australians, and Canadians? 

Mr. Rosertson. I don’t know. The Military Armistice Commis- 
sion is a United Nations body. Since the signing of the armistice 
at the end of the war they have been demanding an accounting of 
all United Nations missing personnel. How many Canadians, Brit- 
ish, or French are included 
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Private Ist class. 
Corporal, 
Private. 


| Corporal. 


Sergeant. 
Corporal. 


| Private. 


Do. 
Corporal. 
Private 1st class. 
Do. 


| Sergeant. 


Do. 
Private Ist class. 
Do. 


| Private, 


Do. 
Sergeant. 
Private. 
Corporal, 
Private 
ist lieutenant. 
Private Ist class, 
Private. 


Private Ist class, 


| Private. 


Do 
Private 1st class, 
Corporal. 
Private Ist class, 


| Corporal. 


2d lieutenant. 

Private ist class, 
Do. 

Private. 


| Private Ist class, 


Corporal. 

Do. 
Master sergeant, 
Private. 


| Private 1st class, 


2d lieutenant. 
Private Ist class. 
Private. 
Do, 
Do. 
Do. 
Do 
Ist lieutenant 
Private. 
Privete Ist class. 
Do 
Do. 
Private. 
Corporal. 
Private Ist class, 
Do. 
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I te ntibiniodindicenmiemamente semen tare 
EES NES SESE IEE a Pethesthictess tciicanemacion | 


Jerome, Richard 
Jewett, Richard G 
SII FE Bie nnn pan nccccnncns 


BN I Ins etn cennd Shae 
Se NN ao, cacailaltides i hein 


Johnson, Myron 


Kalama, Herbert_-..---- 


UN i 


King, Ralph K 


I I se wee 


TONG, DOIG oak ce npenpnccissccnesy 
IE i grhbe ch ace aeeieuh bee’ 
Krygowski, I 
Lagoni, as... 
La Pointe, John N..__-- 
Lee, Emil 
Levitski, Walter J 
Linebaugh, Orvill F....-- 
Litchfield, Billie ___--- 
Lopes, Alfred, Jr_..-- 
Louviere, Ray V. 
Malanga, Angelo S_ 
Masters, Louis R ; meee 
Mattingly, Donald . CS EEE 
McClure, Clarence, Jr 
McDaniel, William : 
McDowell, William _--_-_- 
Meagher, Neil W____-- 
Meyers, Robert E 2 
Mireles, Marcario--_- 
Moreland, Harry D_.__.-- 
Morris, Russel F. 
Munoz, Moises__.___-_--- ; 
Nearhood, John W._.............- 
Nicowski, Anthony J___- 
Nystrom, John W____......--. 
O’Brien, Raymond J_-_-_- 
Ottesen, Eugene L____-_- 
Overgard, Elwood E__-- 


Sr as 
CS ees oe ee 
SS, ee ae 
Pickard, Maxie L_.. 

LS ee 
I ed 
re LL caiman eeineven ieee’ 


Quigg, John F__.......--- 
Ragin, Carl W_.__- 
Rausch, Charles L 

Reddick, Frank T 

Reimer, Walter F_._._.--- 
Renneberg, Anthony---_-_.---- 
Richey, Aggie L Seiunaaded 
Ridgeway, Junior V 
Riley, John F- 


| ee 
Rose, Nokomis J_...___-- 
Royer, Charles ae 
Rozear, John M., is 
Sez amezyk Stanley : eee 
Samora, Jose a ; 

OI POE TF ie nenntnenckoccsn~ 


Oe OO ea eee 
Schanck, Russell D_......- 
Schnepper, Paul W_......-.--..-- 
Schonder, William D__- 
Schuring, Gerald G___. Galpin 
es ete Ben nnn acncnnnccuss 
Serwise, Luther D_____-- 

Sharp, James W 

Shepard, 
Shibao, Hiroshi ae 
Smith, Lawrence J.......-- 
Snider, Carl G., Jr 


i iin ehatigndneaabeiadnanandl \ 


Roden, PE Rad ngansonss ppttwiaithsiainibget 


SINE Is tsnicctbicn ona sn 
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SEMI cela ig pete ee Su sana n ssn ination 
Te nes leche 


I I lice 


| RA19340378 


| 17856010180- 
E R38487422_...... 
| ER37154633 
RA30480119....... 


Service No. 


RA17278829. - 
FE R36778696 _ _ - 


| RA13333318__._- 


Sgt 


RA15057580_ . 


| RA11197364...._. -| 
| RA18352468 


RA13344121 


| RA18341449__- 


E R38605309_ .. 


-| RAI1OIOIGI5..._._- 
| RA12114881...._- 


| US552% 





RAI1189504_..-_- 


RA162657 16... a 
RA11192758_.. 


|} RA18223291_.. 


PR I6306844__. 
RA19356698 _ .. 


_.| RA17248055__- 


RA15297270__. 
R A 18282808 
RA12279700_.. 





RA13273131...- 
RA38569409_. 2... 
RA13355549.....- 
O24088 puerein 
| RA18294333_..--- 


RA13314858 


RA18353729_... 


O555419 
RA35169826 
U850117033 
RA16315922 
R A12348736_— 
0970527 
RA18303460 
US57513689 
FE R38127552 
02014870 


RA30123141_._-_- 


RA19351553_ .. 


RA20811182_...- 
RA37734620-_ .._.- 
RA14318711...-. 
RA18337006_....- 


RA12304824. 


RA13353133_..--- 
RA16267642...-_.- 
RA13300101_..--- 


RA12293602. .. 


RA28130719__--_- 





RA16267704...__- 
RA18314836...._. 


R A6285109 - 





R ABI213 237 a 


RA38649112... 


RA12314868_-_-__- 
RA16303702_..--- 


RA17278528 


RA15378976-_...-- 


RA18283828. .. 


RA13349848. cae 





RA13270817...... 
E R35096983......- 
| RA35081641...... 


RAI 





57820 








Grade 





Corporal. 

Do. 
Private. 
2d lieutenant 
Private Ist class 
Private. 

Do. 

Do. 
Corporal 


| Private Ist class. 
| Sergeant 


Private Ist class. 
Private. 

Do. 

Private Ist class, 

Do. 

Do. 
Sergeant Ist class, 
Private Ist class, 

Do. 

Private. 

Do. 
Sergeant. 
Private Ist class 
Corporal. 

Do. 

Private. 
Sergeant. 
Private. 

Major. 

Private Ist class, 
Corporal. 
Private Ist class 

Do 
Captain. 
Corporal 
Private 1st class, 
Corporal. 

Do 
Ist lieutenant 
Private Ist class 
Corporal. 

Do. 

Ist lieutenant, 
Corporal. 
Private. 
Sergeant. 
Private lst class 

Do. 

Do. 
Corporal, 
Private. 
Corporal. 
Sergeant. 
Corporal. 
Private. 

Do. 

Private 1st class. 
Corporal. 
Private Ist class 

Do. 

Private. 
Corporal. 
Private 1st class 

Do. 

Do. 
Sergeant 1st class, 
Private Ist class. 
Private. 

Private 1st class. 

Do. 

Private 

Private 1st class. 
Private. 
Sergeant. 
Corporal. 

Do. 

Private Ist class. 
Sergeant. 
Private Ist class, 


| Master sergeant 
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Name | Service No, Grade 
ae a | RA19357430.....-. Private Ist class, 
Sorrentino, ANthONY, (7. cons wocccencccccsdint I ts ok cea ail | RA12Z Do. 

Nee | NS Mantitinindo+ecgssnscncestttbenenan ats al FE R18305154_.....- Do, 
Springer, William. can saint baienenadaneaaee wsecennta}) SOS does< Do, 
Stansbury, William H., ; seers icSSealnedeerceeel eb aeres Do, 
Starline, Robert C............-.. aa : ----| RA14333967_..... | Do. 

Gabe. WENGE Bins ccccinsawcnccsscceccedtitinas iA adensheos } RA16254756....-. To, 

Stone, Neil H ec ahead J ...-| US56280508...... Do. 
Sternad, John T ‘ ‘ P : . E R57505463_ ....- | Do. 
Stidham, Floyd D-_.- ead thats ; RA15267441__.-- Do. 

Gttise TSG ME LS én ncoasssiae unaadedmmesdentsiennanneaanst ae Do. 

Stoeber, Walter, Jr — aban eae eaeu é Do. 

Stumpf, Marion F . scl .--| RAI 70594! tactic Do. 
Sweeney, John R ' 4 haope --| RA12320620--~..... Do. 

Switzer, Contee L....--. : = sila : ae RA1I7280811.....- Do. 
Takahara, Sam O........... : os : 02030786 ..| 1st lieutenant. 
Tatarakis, George C_... sileniiess ..-------| RA19306236.......; Corporal 
Themek, Diet Ga. s... sda. casdgucces- - ; 02014760 2d lieutenant, 
Thompson, Harwood H.-..-..------ = se F R12246136.......| Private 1st class. 
Tish, Clarence A., Jr Soe ee = a tees 7 RA14287845...-.-. Do. 
Tomlinson, Marvin F..-.-- . ..| RA6249933_.......| Sergeant Ist class, 
Toole, Arnold_._- iy : me atl aan RA16280472_.......| Corporal. 
Torres, Lovis P.... a R A 16275385_ . .-_- Private Ist class. 
Tucker, Llowd L. . ; = awer R A 18337493. .....-] Do. 

Van Whk, Clayton F fat dane RA27031343_..-- Do. 

Vernon, Raymond A--.-- = ees ...| US51134261 ...-| Private 

iE TUITE. cent itienanlpineeactiaeictabielaedinaaenaanall RA13269020.......| Corporal. 
Vranic, Anthony Seccsirinttaclie a aa aw ‘ RA55005045. ....-. Private Ist class. 
Walezak, Casmir F niet essai ceili adhsota RA16316451_.... Private 

Walker, Archie Bog ; me . : RA19304659_....- Private Ist class. 
Wallen, James A ‘i cinta ; ae RA15236536_ 2... Do. 

Ware, Raymond O_..- ~~ aa i , el RA17281042.......| Private. 
Watkins, Samuel K-. inte nial sanneones| Bes cenas Do 

Watson, James 1P)__ 2. 2 Skestanetia sae ececeeee-| RA160449%4...... Corporal. 
a ed lc lel RA13315011....... Private Ist class, 
Weole, sates ©. =< <a<cees-- ere ae eee ee te oe eee R A24484557......- Do. 

IUD Gor ns Nn, oe eed Sanna RA19329233_.....- Corporal. 

npn dechadarnaeliniane R A17284625_....-.- Private. 

White, William F....--- spn neat aE x cairo dinate eam aceminamaat en tids Private Ist class. 
a an ee ane RA14301914....... Do, 
SE Sits cannieenmenaedsiedanacs aeduaannamieanibind E R457307012.....-.- Do. 

OO NNR a anes .| RA15242639.......) Private. 

Wilson, a a ie FE ee ree RA16328280.......| Corporal. 

a rt SOY nt ns sk os ioiscnclanuniionbaan RA23786250....... | Private Ist class, 
Wr I 658s ce ctcap eanadstincaadocadaunsabantn -| RA17247032....... Corporal. 
rn ee Bn. kat cae naaiaadamsandamndenaeeanente RA12314320_......| Private Ist class. 
Wooster, Audrey H F ! Sergeant. 
EEO: WEN ss Uhaaldseccangsapenipuanens ere te eae R A 14266839... 2... Private 

Wright, Edward C...... ate Enea a F R37515143. ....- Corporal. 
TO ieee i ace nnndane aaemetign i US5000440 ..-| Private, lst class 
fC fk”) A ee ee tae es -| RA13271083..... Corporal, 
ee an a en ee ee i ieamnaninasimee RA1932864 Private. 
en a oh. roaster ue eebhnicisndecddciindsaecaegeeneeh 5 Corporal. 
ID Fens ei is cleans : ee Private, Ist class. 
Tt, MUNN, FO moo ne cnn cddcucdcccasesaaanncet | RALES38774_....- Do. 
aI 0 gO a a eo deaanaen | RA11167803_..... Private. 

YOON, Te 0iachcdccadeevddenenehecodiecuccdactodecceousceees } RA14315399. .....- | Private, Ist class. 
oS RSL 2 ee RAIS3211N8_. 2... | Corporal, 
Rrowh; Wrant. M.......50255-5.. 8S RE eee | O370561. - ...--| Mafor. 
Calhoun ltieee ©... .225.-00eseceec- a chil at Bar Dae ta es RA16308002_....-- Corporal. 
Colon-Pares, Jee 6.2... ccccssccccccsece : = ‘ .----| RA90452108...... Private Ist class, 
Cox, Joseph D dg Cte ACE SoS ie we ee lie Ss 02017966 ‘yh Captain. 

Ee eR AA ot EE A abies RA12305730...-..- Private Ist class. 
SOOM, SENS Ets Escikcascuscednesas Sicttdgccdadaden RAI6180861_....- Sergeant. 

Davis, Sam H I eA ae ee Sidlard orate te ee | RAIS8358881_....--. Private ist class. 
eee enn..." .'- . Saccucenenpandountesses es at os .---| RA32911260...... Sergeant, 
Denciimera: Raymond ©)... .csccccccsccwcacccs Slr ea inane eases | 0058879. -- ..---| Ist lieutenant. 
Span mee hr oe oe SS ee. i ead Geeeneal | RA13264790.......| Sergeant. 
ST TP ocusabwukdercaubacesnt an eteidadsuaumacaeae cccnctt eT co esees | Private Ist class, 
I I ieee 6 eee Ne eee a i eee eee ee eee RA18259856. .....-. Sergeant. 
Os Se a BA Se ee ee ene ca ---| ER51045004_...... Private Ist ciass, 
oy SP bi Oe RR ae ems Peete me | 1 A15284442_...... Corporal. 
rE MP 328 ee ere Oe ee to eeseuseantoeas F R42140267_...... | Sergeant. 
OR Oe Bi 5 oon Sewanee ice eee lacadannecauesdnscescstt EE << Corporal, 
a nendueaaeneen RA15381580......- Private. 
DI ne ee ne ee ne ee cdenwedayenes FE R122515 545 | Private Ist class. 
MeSwain, Leon. . | Corporal. 
Miller, Raymond H » R133137: ...-| Private Ist class. 
BOM CI WE a sie care nk cy cens Gunandcddnstaecmmendeacewie | R A1IISRS1_...... | Private. 
IR INS SU Sh a | FR57500734......- | Private Ist class. 
DE: ON O's. 425 toes heauidedsgudéessmunsnanenswed 02200206. .........}| 2d lieutenant 


$$ 
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Name Service No, | 


: 


Brown, William Edmund 5 =e 
Cochran, Billy Edward ; ‘| 


Biesterveld, Thomas Clarence Ensign. 
Do. 


Lieutenant (junior grade) 








Service No. | 


Grade 


Baker, Billy W 
Bookamire, Gerald R 
Chidester, Arthur A 
DeLacy, Arthur D 


Private 1st class. 
Do, 

Colonel, 

2d lieutenant. 


iis... 
| 051658 


Eagan, James K 

Gleaves, James A., Jr 

Green, James L__-- 

Lewis, William T., Jr 

Morrow, Billy J 

Nelson, Forest A 

ee ee ee mcnnenwsbensoubensionsne 
Tuttle, Raymond J 

Young, Robert J 


U.S. Air Force 


| 07760 
| 051308 


Major. 
2d lieutenant. 


Private Ist class. 


Do, 


Do. 


Ist lieutenant. 
Private Ist class. 





Adler, Ernest M 
Akin, Roland M 
Allen, Jack V 
Anderson, Robert E 
Andrews, Robert B 
Arms, John W__-- 
Ashley, Gilbert L., Jr 

on. sete ath cnn cuneeccenenanooneesed 
Beardall, Harold M 


Teen ee Ne ue Be aa nonursesnasechanenee 


Bell, William J 

ion pbk ech cnenasdencccccsunecnuns = 
Biggs, Elmer T_- 
Bigham, Donald G 
Black, Wayne F 

Belt, Donald D 

Better, William J 
Brennan, John C 

oe oe ak a oeabavcesceuesnunes 
Burten, Woodrow 
Bushree, Sterling J 
Carlisle, Osborne T 

ee ne epeuetionisncesseucees an aa ate ivesieaile 
Cherry, Clarence M 
Cogswell, Robert W 
Collins, Joseph S 
Connors, Archibald H., Jr 
Cooper, Spencer R 
Coulter, John R 

Crane, Alvin E., Jr 
Crutchfield, James F 
Culbertson, Gene A 
Davies, Howard J 

Davis, Norman G 

Davis, Ramon R 

Denn, Willard M 
DeRosier, Albert P 
Differ, Patrick M 
Dorsey, Joyce T... 
Dougherty, Joseph S_. 
Duer, Victor L 

Duncan, James H 

Edens, Malcolm B 
Evans, Emmett O 

Ferree, Nolan H 
Festini, Steve J 


Fleming, James we: Pa ratte unui boandetrmeeweenne | 


Foster, Robert R 


| Grade 


| Ist lieutenant 


Ist lieutenant. .._..--- | 
| Captain... 
| 2d lieutenant 


titel tc ce cnn nde 
| Captain 
Ist lieutenant 
Dtbitadhasanoowsd | 
Sergeant 
Ist lieutenant 


peer, eheettandnigt 

| 1st lieutenant 

| Staff sergeant 
Airman 3d class 
Captain... - 

| Lst lieutenant 

eer 
Captain......-.- 
Airman 2d class 





Staff sergeant 


Shan ane nando! 
| Ist lieutenant 
| Airman Ist class.......| 

Ist lieutenant 


Lieutenant colonel]. --- 

| Captain 

| 1st lieutenant 

| Staff sergeant 
ist lieutenant 

| Airman 2d class 

| Ist lieutenant 
Master sergeant 
Technical sergeant 
Staff sergeant... 

| Ist lieutenant 

| Staff sergeant--.- 

| Major. 

| Ist lieutenant--. 


| 


| 2d lieutenant 


Do, 


Service No. 


A02075084. 
A02094960. 
16683A. 

AO1911386, 


| 40813127. 


A 02225726. 


| AO666215. 


A 01289023, 
A 0769375. 


| AO814007, 


221084. 

A F17124468, 
A 02092623. 
A 0767469, 

A 0590031, 

A 0837772. 


| AF33570888. 


A F11227081. 
A 02081396, 
A 02101608, 
AO1911963. 
4 04265é. 
A F13411410, 
A F19201403. 
11889A 
AO807144. 


| AO2221998. 


A F 21900368. 
AO1909263. 
A01903066, 
A 0736133. 
AO718487. 
AO1909468. 
AF15209199. 
AO767144. 
AF 16329167, 
A0O1540348. 


..| AF13021811, 
| AF17167105, 


A F 13041845. 


--| AO753626. 
| AFI4101683. 
| AO789892. 


AO2060489, 
A02222141, 
13U30A. 

A O780156, 


| : | AO550110. 
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Foulks, James A., Jr 


PUG. RI Bis ik vacncnccnwteatsgebotmecdthatadses 


Gahan, John W 
Gallant, James A 
Garrison, Fred H 
George, Winifred R 
Gibb, Robert D . 
Glassner, Milton F., 
Golden, Newman C 
Gross, Robert F- 
Guilfoyle, Cornelius P_. 
Guthrie, Edward 8., Jr 
Guthrie, Marvin L 
Hamblin, Robert W 
Hammon, Keith R 
Harker, Charles A., Jr 
Harrell, Guy B., Jr 
Haskett, William T., Jr 
Hawkins, Luther B., 
Hays, Melvin B 


aa CONT steno no cs en cee tnsedgeacaauiion 


Heise, Arthur. - 
Henry, Dewey R 


6, > 6 RRR op a ae eee 


Helsom, William L 

TEE, CE Ban ee eeue 
Horner, John J 

Hoult, Arthur W 

Howell, Howard D 

Hudson, Lawrence N.......-- 
Hyatt, Don_.-.- 

Ishida, Nidemere 8 


SOR ee Gn avnticsnnncdccabkécecucncus es 


Jacobson, Paul J_........-- 
Jamieson, Joseph 8 
Jensen, Norton H....- 
Jensen, Wayne F__--- 
Johnson, Gould E. 
Johnson, Johnny M 
Jones, James L 

Jones, Oliver E 
Karpowics, Jerome 
Keene, Russel M 
Keister, Harold O 
Kelleher, Robert P 
Kepford, Joseph C 
King, Alfred H 

Kirk, Charles F 
Knapp, Kingdon R 
Knueppel, Raymond J 
Koonts, Frederick R 
Krumm, Robert N-- 
Kuchner, Gordon V., 
Laier, Robert H 
Larkin, Hugh F-. 
Layton, Laurence C 
Lewis, Jack 

Lewis, Wavne E 
Lewis, Wilbur E 
Logau, Samuel P 
Long, Joseph S., Jr 
McAdee, Ernest R 
McAllister, John A., Jr 
McFee, Claude D- 
McKee, Robert E- 
McLoughlin, Robert J 
Martin, Dominique K 
Mast, Clifford N 
Miller, Henry D 
Mitchell, Bernard 


PROS I, 6S if idie bcd cnc cd CL aL 


Moore, John G 
Myers, Thomas E 
Nelson, Lawrence A 
Nichols, James L 
Wikles, Rudolf 
Nye, Glenn C 
O’Brien, Warren E. 
Olcott, Ray W 
Olsen, Arthur R 


oO’ Meara, Farbee TL 8036600008 se lode viddeped icon’ 


O’Neal, Julius E 


|} Captain 


| Captain. 
| Ist lieutenant 





Captain. 


| Airman Ist aoe =i 


Sergeant. biteleda 

| Airman 2d class......- 

| Captain... wid oake 

Technical s sergeant. ..-. 
Captain 

Lt. colonel 

Ist lieutenant. .......-/ 

Master sergeant 

Captain 

Ist lieutenant 

Staff sergeant 

Technical sergeant... __| 
— Ee 

24 lieutenant. 


Airman 3d class__- 
2d lieutenant 


Grade | Service No, 


AO2086021. 
A F1323357 
A F15380313. 
A F15295553. 
AO791811. 


13053 A, 
33754, 
A0934440, 


A O739549, 
22193A. 

A F6388833. 
AF 12127685. 
A F15230651 


| A02224102 


A 0391377 
AO790664, 
A O812589. 


“| A F39192109. 


A 02223002. 
AO750985, 
A 0927982. 
A 02084887. 
A 0933359. 


-| AO1910608, 
AO1911849. 


A F6953553. 
15402A 





Ist lieutenant 
Captain-.... 


| Airman 2d class.....- 


Ist lieutenant 
-do.. = 


| Airman 3d class... _-- 


Technical sergeant. .-. 


| Staff sergeant 
| Airman 3d class 


Technical sergeant... 
Airman 3d class_-_...- 
Ist lieutenant... -.-. 


| Airman Ist class... 


Major 

Captain .. 

semen Ist class__ er 
Captain_. 

ist lieutenant 


1 C ‘apts ain 


do 
Ist lieutenant 


| Captain... 


Ist lieutenant........-| 
do 
Captain 


| 1st lieutenant 


Captain... 
Airman Ist class...._..| 
2d lieutenant_.....--. - 
Major 

.do.. : hoe 
Airman Ist class.....-. 


| Captain... 


Staff sergeant 


| Captain 


Airman 2d class......- 
Ist lieutenant. .......- 


| Staff sergeant 


Ist lieutenant. - - 
eae Ist class 
Captain 


Ist lieutenant 
Airman 2d class 
Airman Ist class__....- | 


| Colonel 
| Captain 


Ist lieutenant 
.do 


Lubiddaddadcel Airman 2d class. - 


Lieutenant colonel... -- 
Airman 3d class 


A 02092806. 
A 0674199. 


| AF19415365. 


A 01909723. 
A02224046. 
A F12287088 


A 01911207. 


A 0420472, 
A 0785071. 


A O818388. 
AO1912154. 
A 02079748, 
A 0885977. 
A0707938. 
A01909920. 
AO804464. 
A 0832161, 
18039A. 

A 0437976, 
A 01910250. 
12658A. 

A 0772859, 


11287A. 
A 0724957 


A 02089113. 
A0O1909619. 


| AO1852083. 





A 0932011. 
A O886005. 
| 15I36A. 

| AO2221692. 


| AF17326268. 


A T'12383404 
| 17584. 
A O827259. 
| 401909367. 
A.02069417 


A F'16354305. 


4792A. 


A F14140942. 


A F 14226221. 


A F 27358781. 
AF 19405070. 
A F'13337205. 
| AF 18012759 
A F'16226038. 


A F16395206., 


A F 11205730. 


A F17306085. 


AF 19245204. 
A F'12335474. 
A F 19417343, 


A F31378025. 


| A¥13351603. 
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Name 


O'Toole, Damian F .. ........-sivensa 


Oyler, Benet 2... ..-..<--.---- 
Padilla, Alexander B_.------ 

Palmer, Alford C_. £.suands 
Palmietti, Nicholas M_.....--- abs 


Parham, Charles E., Se meted faitecdns 


Peck, James K-- 
Penninger, Roger W _....-.....--- 
Petersen, Norman W_. 
Phelps, Ralph L-_--.-.---- — 
Phillips, Duane M_..--- : 
Pincus, Herbert .........-.- 
Pope, James D_.....-- oe 
Porter, James H..........- 
Poyner, Com F_........--- 
Pratt, Charles W — 
Raymond, Gerald W_.__-- 
Rehm, Harry M 7 
Rhinehart, Charles W-..-_---- 
Ritter, Herbert E............. 
Rodney, Beryl E_........__. 
Rountree, Fred D__-.--- 

St. Mary, Robert R_--- 
Schaner, Gilbert J 

Schmidt, Norman W-. 
Schmitt, Warren W 

Schwab, Edward A_-_---- ae 
Selman, Clifford G 
Shaddick, John P. II[_......-__. 
Sheehan, Robert F.-..........---- 
Shields, Thomas I. ._._--- 

Smith, James D., Jr___- 


Southerland, John E_...-...-...-___. 


Spath, Charles R 
Spence, Marvin J_.._._.._. 
Starck, John S__..... 


Steele, Robert C.. SR tenga 


Btelsa, Preaek ............... 


Stevenson, Frank J..........-........ 
Swear. weace B..... ccc cnn icine 


Tahasquah, Meach 


Thompson, Charles R-........--..-.- 


| Ist lieutenant 


_.| Staff sergeant... 


| Ist lieutenant 
--| Airman 2d class_._... 
..| Airman Ist class_.. 

| Ist lieutenant 

| Captain 


: Major 


Grade 


So pp lalate 
do ‘ 
2d lieutenant 
Airman Ist class 

Corpor il 


.do. cae 
Airman 2d class_-..- 
2d lieutenant__.......- 


Staff sergeant... 
Ist lieutenant 
..do.. 
.@0..... Sea 
Airman Ist class_.... 
Captain 
Airman Ist class 
Ist lieutenant 
Captain nical 
Airman 2d class. ....-. 
Corporal 
Ist lieutenant......__- 
ana ne 
a a aa 
Captain... 
2d lieutenant 
Ist lieutenant_.....__. 
ill ihiniandcheweaesetincand 


Ist lieutenant 

0 Sena 
Airman Ist class 
Airman 3d class 


| Ist lieutenant_.- 


Lieutenant colonel. ___| 
2d lieutenant 


} Service No. 


| AF 15462243 
A0744548. 


--| AOQ556092, 





| AFI 4103757 


-.| AO741690, 


AO778935. 


-.| AF17312946 
--| AF17291247 


19732A, 
AO946510. 

| AF 14404363 
AF14397423, 


we ce cane) AOT2B476, 


16993 4 

A F'19363298 
A 02089519. 
AO1911442 
A O66H440 
AF19400458 
I7405A, 

A F 16385446 
A O2068874. 
| AOS810255. 

| AFI7151509 









...-.-..| AF 12350065. 
| AO1864097. 


A02221920, 
AO547056. 

‘ 9, 
A 02282046. 
AO1910800, 
AO1910283, 
AO732780. 
A01909876, 
A0720030. 
AF 19363310, 
AF13405299, 
AO1912252. 
10985A. 
AQ2222047. 











I Airman Ist class_......| AFL 

ie cccnctine seen ddtbickenscsanadcencnssddmanmens F OPMOONS . 5 54 wrnnecd AFL 

"Tier saerece N..... ..sscéedes TP eee! | A F 19052764 
RSID Boon so nih idedhwbamncavceee Teer CPU cicnncvcnsenccd A 0725822. 
TOE RONDE ~~~ ong cons gnai eee aes eR lee eee OR hat eee carte AO1283518, 
I ee Te De co wis Es 17852A, 

Nee TT a ee kun Airman 2d class _.-| AF18342248. 
LS See ae eee Ist lieutenant. ......_- A 0695357. 
WO Bic nnn nc scewaiens Airman 2d class.......| AF 18350787. 
Weeks, cneeas M...............45. Staff sergeant. .______- AF14114882 
West, Carl. E.......... = pm henna Airman 2d class_._.._-. A F 13346889. 


Whitman, William H 


-- A F 13360399 
Williamson, Kenneth E- 


A F 15255731 


Airman Ist class_..._.- 
Staff sergeant. ......_- 


Wood, Melvin C_______- Major~. caiapwociv ah en. 

Wormack, Thelbert B_._....____- onan ist lieutenant......._- AO1908612, 
ID WY 60 O8 x Sotede chil s cultih de cine nanennecccpumacncanc}| TUE MOORING. canecsce A F 19311283 
Zeigler, Joseph P.............--- a CR SE Se one Ist lieutenant.......-- A 02224628 


Mr. Pincuer. Where could we get that information ? 

Mr. Ropertson. You can get it from the Department of Defense, 
I should think. 

I want to emphasize, Mr. Congressman, that representations made 
in Panmunjom and Korea have not been for just United States per- 
sonnel but for all United Nations personnel. The same representa 
tion has been made for them as has been made for ours. 

Mrs. Cuurcu. Would it not be possible for us to find out more or 
less quickly through the Canadian Government what we are trying 
to trace through a Chicago newspaper ? 

Mr. Rosertson. I think Mr. Moreland is correct about that. I 
remember seeing a similar statement at the time, that the last unac 
counted for Canadian had been released. 
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Mrs. Cuurcu. How did they get them all back ¢ 

Mr. Roperrson. Of course, the number involved were very small 
in comparison to ours. They had relatively few involved percent- 
age wise. 

I don’t know how to rationalize what the Communists do. What- 
ever they do they do for good reason. 

Mrs. Cuurcn. Could it have been tied in with the fact that the 
British Government had some representation there? I thought that 
was an ineffective bit of representation. 

Mr. Roserrson. It has been so ineffective that the Chinese Com- 
munists have refused to give them diplomatic status. 

Mrs. Cuvurcu. That could not have been an issue, could it / 

Mr. Rosertson. The British white paper on the treatment of their 
own prisoners is one of the most damaging indictments of the bru- 
tality of the Communists that has been issued by anyone. 

Mr. Faresrein. Do you think at this moment any possible harm 
could befall any of the men contained in that list if it were made 
public? 

Mr. Roserrson. I do not think so, Mr. Congressman. The only 
consideration involved is that for the families, whether the implica- 
tion would be that there was a possibility these men were still alive. 

My information is that the Department of Defense has no reason 
to believe that any of them are alive. 

Mr. Farssrein. Do you think a publication of this list might bring 
a retort from the Communists / 

Mr. Rosertrson. Yes: it probably would bring a propaganda retort. 
I would not like to infer that I think it would be productive of getting 
any additional information about them. 

Mr. Farssrein. The only likelihood I have heard from the testi- 
mony this morning is that moral pressure would be the only type of 
force we could presently bring to bear upon the Communists. 

By making this list public it might be carried worldwide, and that 
would be part of that moral pressure we feel is necessary. If we 
remain silent obviously we are playing into their hands by allowing 
the list to remain dormant and pass away into the night as they hope. 

By constant pressure in this fashion perhaps we might be able to 
get somewhere. 

There is one other point and one other question on another topic. 

Mr. Zasiocks. I think Mr. Vorys had a question at that point if 
the gentleman would yield. 

Mr. Vorys. It would be most interesting and helpful to have Mr. 
Moreland’s opinion on the wisdom or effectiveness of publication of 
the lists. 

Mr. Moretanp. Speaking for my wife and myself we would like 
to have the list published, and at this date, which is some 414 years 
since our son was captured, and about 4 years since the exchange of 
prisoners in pursuance of the Korean Armistice, it is difficult to see 
what could happen to him at this late date that may not already have 
happened. 

I see no harm, in fact I think it would be a wise thing to publish the 
list because it is another step toward pressure, as Mr. Farbstein has 
indicated, in world opinion. 

Mr. Vorys. You would have no fear that if your son is still alive 
the publication of the list would cause any additional harm ? 
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Mr. Moretanp. No, sir. My wife and I talked about it frequently 
and we feel that way about it. 

If I may follow up what Congressman Judd said, the last statement 
that I had from the Department of Defense was that the Communist 
Chinese never had made any statement concerning my son, which of 
course is a complete absence of the information, and at least if nothing 
else the ridiculous, nonsensical, and unacceptable statement that he 
as a double amputee had escaped from their custody nevertheless 
would have given to us some indication that at one time they were 
admitting he was in their possession. 

Up until I read this this morning our information from the De- 
fense Department was that the Chinese had never admitted knowing 
anything about him. 

Dr. Jupp. Do you have a letter from the Department or was that 
a verbal communication ¢ 

Mr. More.anp. I believe it is verbal but repeated on more than one 
occasion. 

Mr. Zastockt. Could you give the date that you were before the 
Department of Defense ? 

Dr. Jupp. Who told you that / 

Mr. Morexanp. Col. Vernon Smith at one time was In charge of the 
casualty records branch. He made the statement to me. 

Mr. Zastocki. Approximately what date / 

Mr. Morevann. tie made it on more than one occasion. That would 
be up through the year 1955. A Lieutenant Colonel Zeizler then was 
put in charge of the Casualty Records Branch, and he made the state- 
ment to me. Also Mr. Godel, in the Department of Defense, made 
that statement to me late in 1955 or early in 1956. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Mr. Moreland, I was referring back to some- 
thing else here and I didn’t get what the statement was that these 
gentlemen made to you. 

Mr. Morexanp. The statement they made to me was that the De- 
partment of Defense had never been given any information by the 
Chinese which indicated an admission on their part that my son was 
ever in their possession. 

Mr. Zastockis. I would like to ask Mr. Jackson a question at this 
time. In paragraph (4) which we are referring to on page 3 of 
your statement, in the second to the last line in that paragraph you 
state: 

In the so-called accounting given by the Communists it was stated that this 
captain had “escaped.” 

When was this accounting made by the Communists ? 

Mr. Jackson. That was in March of 1956. 

Mr. Moretanp. If I might make a statement at this point I would 
have to refer to my records to see when I last talked to the people in 
the Casualties Records Branch. I believe I talked to Mr. Godel 
somewhere within that time. I do not want to sound complaining, 
Congressman Judd, but the statement you have made hit the nail on 
the head. We would welcome anything of that kind. I want to say 
again that my relations and those of my wife and myself at the De- 
fense Department have been perfectly correct. They have always 
been very nice to us. I have always had the feeling that they were. 
shall I say, a little oversolicitous not to create false hope in our 
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minds, but we control our own emotions and they do not, and I have 
not been afraid of forming any false hopes on the subject. 

Dr. Jupp. One of the greatest curses of government is that some- 
times it takes on the responsibility of deciding what its citizens should 
be permitted to know or not to know. It thinks it has to bear the 
burden for them, when the citizen is just as strong as the fellow in 
the bureau. 

Mr. Fanrsstein. I would like to inquire of Mr. Robertson with 
reference to the situation. In your opinion is there a possibility that 
the failure to release the prisoners of war or defectors that desire 
release the Chinese Communists hold is due in some measure to the 
fact that the British are doing business with the Chinese and were 
trading with them aside from military hardware ? 

Mr. Ropertson. As I said, Mr. Congressman, I do not know how 
to rationalize Communist actions. I suppose that, next to General 
Marshall, I have had more hours of negotiations with the Communists 
than almost any other American, I have had upward of 100 con- 
ferences and negotiations with them. Their pattern of negotiation is 
always the same. We found it so in China back in 1946. We found 
it so in all the negotiations we have had with them since the end of 
the Korean war. Arthur Dean, who went out to Korea to negotiate 
the holding of the political conference called for in the armistice 
agreement, spent weeks on end trying to get them to agree to a date. 
Ambassador Johnson has had 67 meetings with them on the release 
of civilians. They promised to release September 10, 1955, and still 
have not done so. I repeat again, they made the unequivocal state- 
ment that all Americans in prison in China had a right to come home 
and that they would take measures to let them exercise that right 
expeditiously. That was made September 10, 1955. It would be the 
purest speculation for me to try to rationalize what they do. 

Mr. Zar.ockt. | believe we had better continue with our witness, 
Mr. Moreland. We have already had Secretary Robertson and we 
will have him in executive session later. Have you a question of Mr. 
Moreland, Dr. Judd? 

Dr. Jupp. The Defense Department says they gave this last infor- 
mation, this last so-called accounting, in March. One of the guests 
here in the committee room has handed me a newspaper story of 
March 1, 1956, an INS story from Panmunjom in which it says: 

The United Nations Command announced yesterday it has received a list 
of 2,720 Korean war prisoners acknowledged to be alive in North Korea by the 
Communists. The total number of prisoners corresponded to the number for 
whom an accounting was demanded by the Allies last November 26. 

In the news story we demanded on November 26 an accounting for 
2,720 missing Korean war prisoners, including 450 Americans. The 
rest of them were Korean servicemen or of other Allied countries. 

Is this story correct that in that accounting or that list they acknew]- 
edged that these 2,720 prisoners taken in the Korean war were alive? 
I would like the Defense Department or somebody to answer that. 
I always had the impression, as Mr, Robertson has said repeatedly, 
that they denied they knew anything about these folks, but this news 
story says they acknowledged they were alive. 

Mr. Zantockr. Dr. Judd, I have a similar news story, an INS story, 
datelined Tokyo. ; 

Dr. Jupp. March 1, 1956? 
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Mr. Zasiocnt. February 26, 1956. 

Dr. Jupp. The same story ? 

Mr. Zasiocki. The same story. 

Dr. Jupp. This was written in Panmunjom after Rear Adm. Walter 
Moore held a news conference and reported the receipt of this list from 
the Communists. 

Is it accurate? That is my question. Is it accurate that there is an 
accounting which says that these 2,720 prisoners taken in the Korean 
war were acknowledged by the Communists to be alive? That is the 
first time I ever heard of that. 

Mr. Jackson. Are you addressing the question to me? 

Dr. Jupp. Yes. 

Mr. Jackson. All of the testimony here today and all of the infor- 
mation we have is diametrically opposed to the accuracy of such a 
statement. We have never had any official knowledge from any of 
the persons involved in negotiations that they made any such ad- 
mission. 

Dr. Jupp. Then this story is inaccurate reporting that Rear Admiral 
Moore had told a news conference that the Communists had given him 
a list of 2,720 Korean war prisoners, acknowledging them to y be alive ? 
That is not accurate? 

Mr. Jackson. It is not accurate. Of course, you are talking now of 
South Koreans, but even—— 

Dr. Jupp. No; 2,720 Korean war prisoners, of whom 450 were Amer- 
icans and the rest were Koreans and other allies. 

Mr. Jackson. This is not correct. 

Dr. Jupp. If you have a copy of the same story, it ought to be turned 
over and the truth about this ought to be made ¢ lear, because I can see 
if a relative read them, that the Communists admit these 2,720 oe 
we asked about 6 months before are alive, and now we come in and ss 
that. we have received all who are alive, that would be the most ad 
aging thing possible to the hearts of the relatives, and it should have 
been denied categorically at that time, I should think, if in fact it was 
not denied. 

Mr. Zasiockt. I would like to announce that there is a straight no 
quorum on the floor. We will try to continue our subcommittee hear- 
ing to finish the open session this morning. We will suspend and come 
back after answer ing the quorum call. 

(Whereupon, there was a brief recess. ) 

Mr. Zasiocki. The subcommittee will please come to order. We 
will resume our hearings. 

Mr. Moreland, before you resume your statement, the Secretary of 
State wishes to make a correction for the record. 

Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Rosertson. I think the statement I made about the British 
representation in Peiping may be misinterpreted. When the British 
recognized Red China in January 1950 and sent their representative 
there, the Red Chinese refused to give him diplomatic status. They 

‘alled him a negotiator. He in fact, did not meet the Chinese Foreign 
Minister until nearly 4 years later in Geneva in 1954. Since 1954 
they gave the British representative the status of a chargé and he does 
have “diplomatic status. But they have refused up to this time to 
exchange ambassadors. 

Mr. Zastocki. Thank you. 
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Mr. Moreland. 

Mr. Moretanp. Mr. Chairman, in the interval of the recess I have 
discussed with Mr. Robertson and other men from his Department 
an incident which happened involving Mr. William G. Jones of their 
Department. I want to make the statement and I trust that the com- 
mittee or some members of it will request the State Department to 
follow through to see what was on the mind of the man who made this 
statement to me. 

In March of 1954 my wife and I were accorded an interview with 
a Mr. William G. Jones of the State pumeeests I believe he is 
known to these gentlemen. He is on the desk of Northeast Asiatic 
Affairs, a part of that Department. We discussed the situation of 
these missing men and, in particular, my son and various aspects of 
the matter as far as we could on that occasion. Mr. Jones told us 
at, that time that the matter had not been referred to the State De- 
partment, and so far as he knew the State Department had not done 
anything or was not doing anything because he understood that the 
matter was then in the hands of the Defense Department. He talked 
with us at some length, saying that as far the State Department was 
concerned it had no information concerning these men. 

When the meeting broke up and we left, he walked out into the hall- 
way outside his office and there he told me in substance—and I can 
almost repeat his words verbatim because they made such an impres- 
sion on me—his words were these: “Mr. Moreland, the truth of the 
matter is, that the Chinese. will turn these men loose one of these 
days.” He said, “The American Government will never know why 
they were held nor why they were turned loose.” 

In view of what he had been saying to me inside his office, I asked 
him, “Is that your personal opinion on the matter?” And he said, 
“Yes.” 

I have related that to Mr. Robertson and these men for their in- 
formation, and their statement to me is that the statement which Mr. 
Jones made to me at that time is utterly without their knowledge and 
that the facts upon which he may have based it are not known to 
them. Undoubtedly either they or the committee will query Mr. Jones 
to see on what basis he made that statement. 

Mr. Zasitockr. Mr. Secretary, is Mr. William G. Jones still with 
the Department ? 

Mr. Ropertson. Yes. Where is he, Walter? 

Mr. Wavrer P. McConaueuy. In Korea. 

Mr. Zastockt. May I ask one other question. Mr. Secretary, on 
the basis of the statement made by Mr. Moreland, will the Depart- 
ment get in contact with Mr. Jones and provide an explanation for 
the statement which he allegedly mace? 

Mr. Rosertrson. We will do it immediately. As I said to Mr. 
Moreland, I was perfectly astounded at his recital of that conversa- 
tion. There is not any information of any kind that the oe nt 
of State holds related to either civilians who are held in China or 
military personnel who might or might not be held there that we 
wish to withhold from anyone. We have never withheld any infor- 
mation of any kind that I know of. At no time has any information 
been withheld for any reason. 

Mr. Zastocki. The Department will make available to this com 
mittee the reply from Mr. Jones / 
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Mr. Rosertson. We will make available our inquiry and the reply. 
(The material referred to is as follows:) 
[Outgoing telegram] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
May 28, 1957. 
Sent to: Amembassy Seoul. 
For: William Jones. 

At public hearing yesterday of Far East Subcommittee of House Committee 
on Foreign Affairs on subject missing servicemen from Korean war, Harry 
Moreland mentioned interview he and wife had with you March 1954 concerning 
his missing son Harry, Air Force captain. Said you told him in your office 
question of servicemen missing and unaccounted for was in hands Defense. 
State had no information concerning them. Asserted you told them afterwards 
in hall as they were leaving, “Truth of matter is Chinese will turn these men 
loose one of these days and American Government will never know why they 
were held or why they were released.” Asked whether this was your personal 
opinion you reportedly replied affirmatively. 

Moreland stated apparent differences between official view expressed inside 
office and personal view expressed outside caused him believe Department had 
information which could not be revealed that missing military personnel were 
alive and in Communist hands. 

Report for transmittal to committee whether you made second statement 
attributed you by Moreland or any similar statement and if so give facts on 
which statements based. Submit summary report telegraphically followed if 
desired by letter to Robertson giving details. 

DULLES. 


{Incoming telegram] 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
May 29, 1957 
From: Seoul. 
To: Secretary of State. 
No. 1017, May 30. 
From William Jones. 
Reference: DEPTEL 847. 

Believe memorandum my conversation with Morelands is in Department 
files. Did not make statement “Truth of matter is Chinese will turn these 
men loose one of these days and American Government will never know why 
they were held or why they were released.” Problem in case unaccounted for 
personnel was lack of definite information and was impossible, therefore, make 
flat statement Captain Moreland dead. During conversation in which More- 
land’s Congressman present parents understandably highly emotional and dis- 
traught over loss and convinced son still alive. State of mind of parents, as 
well as loss, was certainly pathetic and in view lack definitive information may 
have agreed miracles possible, although as I recall information, Defense had 
given Morelands gave little hope for survival. 

DowLiIna. 


(The Department of State supplied a copy of the memorandum of 
conversation between Mr. and Mrs. Harry D. Moreland and Mr. Jones, 
dated March 26, 1954. This memorandum is in the committee’s files.) 

Mr. Zastockti. Mr. Moreland. 

Mr. Moretanp. Mr. Chairman, I have sent you copies of letters 
which I have received from China and the published copy in a Chinese 
newspaper of a letter which I sent to the Far East and was successful 
in having published. I would like you to lay that material before 
the committee or if you will sive me time—— 

Mr. Zapcockr. It is a rather lengthy letter and, rather than have 
Mr. Moreland read it, with the approval of the committee, we will 
make it available to the committee. 

Mr. Vorys. Could he give us just a sentence about it rather than 
reading the whole letter ? 
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Mr. Moretann. August 24, 1956, I addressed a letter to Mr. C. 5. 
Kwei, editor and publisher of the Hong Kong Standard—I assume 
I am pronouncing his name correctly—in whic h I called his attention 
to the facts concerning my son and gave him information concerning 
his plane having been shot down on or about 7 o’clock a. m., October 
27, 1952. I told him that we had learned from Canadian, Puerto 
Rican, and American prisoners that our son was captured by the 
Communist Chinese forces and what information we had learned from 
these prisoners. I then called his attention to the fact that our son 
was not included in the list of American prisoners exchanged, that his 
name had not appeared in any of the lists that the Chinese Commu- 
nists had furnished our people of prisoners who died or escaped or 
had been exchanged or anything else. 

I then said: 


It is a well-established fact that many American officers and soldiers captured 
by the Communist Chinese are yet held in captivity although the places where 
they are held are not known to us. Demands made by the Government of the 
United States for the release of these men have been ignored by the Communist 
Chinese. We have reasonable assurances that our son is one of these captives. 
We are seeking information about these Americans, our son in particular, and 
appeal to you and through you to your readers for any information or assistance 
you can give on the matter. 

Mr. Kwei was kind enough to publish that letter in his paper, and 
I am sure it had circulation over there. 

On February 19, 1957, a Mr. Chien Tan, Post Office Box 960, Tokyo, 
Japan, had seen the letter and wrote us concerning what information 
he had on the subject. He said: 

My name is Chien Tan, 40, Chiangsu, China. I was one of the representatives 
of the Nationalist Government Northeast District Government for undertaking 
transferring work at Changchien from Japanese occupation after World War II 
in the year 1946. 

Following that statement giving the extent of his experiences in the 
matter he makes the statement that—I will quote one sentence from 
his letter: 

It is said about 3,500 American prisoners are now still being kept there as 
prisoners. 

The place that he tat to where they are being held is obscure 
here. I believe it is C-h-i-a-m-u-s-s-u. I will have. to find it in an- 
other copy. 

Mr. Zastockt. This is also a photostatic copy. It is very difficult 
to read. Dr. Judd, ay _probably would be able to recognize this 
quicker than any of us. C-h-a-n-g-c-h-i-e-n. 

Dr. Jupp. C-h-u-e-n, ae That is the old Japanese capital 
of Manchuria, if that is what it is. 

Mr. Moretanp. Then there is another name used right down here. 

Dr. Jupp. Chiamussu, C-h-i-a-m-u-s-s-u. 

Mr. Moretanp. I was reading it correctly and did not realize it. 

Dr. Jupp. C-h-a-n-g-c-h-i-e-n is the earlier one. 

Mr. Zastockt. Mr. Moreland. 

Mr. Moretanp. I would like to have these included in the record, 
if you will, please. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Permission has already been obtained to include 
in the record. 
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(The information referred to is as follows :) 


Cc. P. O. Box 960, 
ToKyYo, JAPAN, 
February 19, 1957. 
Mr. and Mrs. Harry D. MORELAND, 
Route Number 5, Box 430, Tulsa, Okla., U. S. A. 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. MorRELAND: I want to thank you for your most kind letter. 
I have received your kind letter through a friend of mine who is with the State 
Department of your honorable country. I am most sympathetic with your occu- 
rance. I considered my friend Mr. Thomas Colosimo, transmitting this letter to 
me is most valuable. 

Regarding your son’s disappeared in Korea, and fallen in the Communist hand. 
Speaking of my own experience, I trust your son is still alive, he must be some- 
where in the Provinee of Manchuria, China, along the boundary of Soviet Rus- 
sia. The name of this place is Chiamusse. 

I have been in prison in Chiamusse for 20 months, I am one of the Chinese 
prisoner of war of Soviet Russia. Compared my time in prison was much longer 
than your son. While I was in prison, I am in charge of all the prisoners; I 
am in charge for enlisting personnel and investigating work. According my 20 
months’ experience in prison, I believe the Communist will hold your son in 
prison and will not release him for exchange. The Communist are very strict to 
their system at the prisoner of war. They made different classifications. Cer- 
tain number are for exchange, certain number are not for exchange at all. Dur- 
ing my time in prison the Communist also made me to be the head of prisoner 
of war for training work and the head of planning committee. At present I 
trust myself, I can be the true witness of the prisoner of war with my own 
experience. 

Since I have escaped from the Iron Curtain it is already 7 years, I am home- 
less, fight for my living in this foreign country. I am devoting myself in press 
and culture affairs, I trust this is one way to expose the crime of the Com- 
munist. I am so sorry about what had happened to you and your son. I must 
do everything to assist you. Mr. Colosimo can be my reference. I like to come 
to America so that I can be the true witness, approach to the whole world. 

Sorry about my poor English, I am afraid my English is not good enough to 
express what I can tell you in the bottom of my heart; I understand in America 
there are great number of talented Americans, they are Chinese experts; I hope 
they will translate my Chinese for you. 

Enclosed please find one copy of my work re prisoner of war in Soviet Russia; 
I like to be your more closer friend, write me whenever you have spare time! 
Sorry about my delaying in writing you. 

My most sincere wishes for your family and all the best. 

Yours sincerely, 
CHIEN TAN. 


My name is Chien Tan, 40, Chiangsu, China. I was one of the representa- 
tives of Nationalist Government Northeast District Government for undertaking 
transferring work at Changchien from Japanese occupation after the World 
War II in the year of 1946. After a suddenly razing attack on 14th April, I 
was captured by Chinese Communists, and was the first high ranking Nationalist 
official taken captive by Communists. The Communists then established three 
concentration camps after they occupied Changchien. At the end of 1946, when 
Communists were abandoning that city to the Nationalists they brought about 
200 Nationalist captives to Harbin where they had 2 concentration camps. 
Shortly after that, we were removed to Chiamussu where we were placed into 
four concentration camps. It is said about 3,500 American prisoners are now 
still being kept there as prisoners. 

Owing to having had lots of experience by having stayed a long time in con- 
centration camps and knowing of their establishment and management, the 
Communists assigned me to write a detail report about them. Finally, this 
was accomplished about 1 year and a half later under the title of ‘“‘The Prisoner 
Administration and Organization of Liberate Army.” I was then released by 
the Communists, and returning back to Shangchien, assumed the post of secre- 
tary-general of Nationalist Changchien City. One year later. I went to Shang- 
hai and eventually escaped to Hongkong, being the only one having managed 
to scape from Chiamussu. Presently in Tokyo, I am editor in chief of the 
East Asia Commercial Press (1954) and publisher and editor in chief of World 
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Today (Japan) Publications Ltd. (1955-56). One of my articles titled “Jail in 
Chiamussu” has been published in the Nippon Shuho (Japan Weekly) of Au- 
gust 10, 1954. Besides, I write anti-Communist comments now and then for 
some famous Japanese newspapers. I am also intending to write a book about 
prisoner policy and management which I think is highly important in psycholog- 
ical warfare of the anti-Communist movement. The outline is as follows: 


COMMUNIST CHINA’S PRISONER CONCENTRATION CAMPS AND THEIR POLICY 


1. Prisoner policy is formed according to historical method. 


2. Appeasement is fundamental way of training prisoners. 

3. Prisoner policy is a specialized knowledge. 

4. The connection between prisoner policy and concentration camp system. 
5. Psychology and strategy is the basis of mapping prisoner policy. 

6. Prisoner policy is in close contact with diplomacy. 

7. Prisoner policy is an unformed system. 


&. File card system. 
9. The difference between Chinese Communist and Soviet concentration camps. 
10. Difference between slavery and prisoner labor. 
11. The main purpose of prisoner policy is to strike higher morale. 
12. The connection between subversive activities and prisoner policy. 
13. Prisoner training is spy training. 
14. How prisoners engage in information work. 
15. “Brain washing” is the first step of prisoner training. 
16. The function of “Frankly Speaking Report” and the way of distinguishing 
it from personal history. i 
17. The methods of examining and setting prisoner. 
18. To control prisoners by prisoners. 
19. Midnight talk as one form of examination. 
20. Indirect control of prisoners through outside means. 
21. The way to examine falsed progression. 
22. Gradual physical and spiritual torture. 
23. Prisoners can be separately set in accordance with their characters and 
localities. 
24. How to combine prisoner’s work with propaganda. 
25. Way to handling sick prisoners. 
26. The unlawful condition of judgment and penalty. 
27. The procedure for proclaiming orders. 
28. Prisoner has no defense right in court. 
29. Unlawful state of judging prisoners as criminals in concentration camps. 
30. The defense arrangement in concentration camps. 
31. Concentration camp in the form of secret police method. 
32. Special attention to political criminals. 
>. Boarding and medical problems. 
t. Sanitary problems. 
>. Prisoner and concentration Camp supervision. 
36. Prisoner’s laboring conditions. 
7. Different types and ways of penalty. 
38. How prisoners are sent to labor camps. 
9. Labor system is a section in Communist China’s political organization. 
) 


10. What kind of prisoners may be released. 

41. Two kinds of prisoners that can never be sent home. 

42. What they called “Reception house or well-treated prisoner house.” 
43. What kind of prisoners will be well treated. 

14. Who will receive bad treatment. 

>. How to enter enemy side after release. 


46. How to enter America after release. 

17. Who will be a spy after release. 

18. “Wall Newspaper” as way of editing prisoner newspapers. 
49. “Singing” for propaganda purpose. 

50. Photographie section. 

51. Suddenly disappeared prisoners. 

52. Prisoners returning after release. 

53. Prisoner struggle conventions. 

54. Prisoners frankly speaking conventions. 
55. Prisoner stage playing. 

56. Prisoner parades. 
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. Falsified movies and pictures for propaganda purposes. 

58. Prisoner conscription movement. 

59. Attention to prisoners with specialized skill. 

60. Persistent detention of Japanese prisoners captured 20 years ago. 

61. Subversive activities of professional prisoners. 

62. Shadow of horror cast over persons once captured. 

63. Preplanned farewell party for released prisoners. 

64. Exchange of prisoners as one way of penetration. 

65. Experience in prisoner policy during the days at Chiamussu. 

66. Prisoner training center—inside news of Chiamussu concentration camp. 

67. Who is in charge of prisoner training. 

68. 3,500 Americans are now captured at Chiamussu. 

59. Following the example of the conflict between Nationalist and Com- 
munist, the evolution of Red’s prisoners manipulation could be recognized. 

70. According to the conditions of the Japanese repatriation, common op- 
erations of Communist prisoners could be traced. 

71. Following the cases of Nationalist Communist peace talks such as “Po- 
litical Consultation” and “Military Mediation Group,” also “Panama jou talks” 
in Korea, the same Communist Chinese method of treating the prisoners could 
be found. 

72. The reason for different treatment given to American and British prisoners. 
73. Unfairness of the “prisoner agreement” in the Korea war and its result. 
74. Why Communist China should make unlawful detention of prisoners. 

75. How to find spies among released prisoners. 

76. Concentration camp is only a form of retaining the prisoners. The ex- 
change of prisoners is their actual principle operation. 

77. Reinforcement of International Anti-Concentration Camp Committee in 
United Nations. 

78. With reference to Communist China’s concentration camp system to 
(copy illegible). 


Mr. Moreianp. We received a letter from a Filipino sent from 
Hong Kong, I. J. Montilla, in which he says: 

Come to Hong Kong immediately before the end of the month. * * * We can 
help you find your son. 

This letter was written September 17, 1956. 

I had friends make inquiry here in Washington through the Brit- 
ish commercial attaché or some similar government organization of 
that kind concerning this man. The information which was given 
back to me was that he was a Communist, that he had been one of the 
top men in the Huk movement in the Philippine Islands and had 
escaped from there to Hong Kong at the time the Philippine Gov- 
ernment was able to put down this Huk uprising. At the time I got 
this information and concluded upon the kind of letter I wanted to 
write to him, perhaps a month or 6 weeks had gone by. I wrote to 
him in answer to this letter and heard nothing further from him. I 
would like to have it made a part of the record. I do not know 
what to make of that letter or the purpose of the man in writing it. 

Mr. Zastockt. Without objection it will be made part of the 
record, 

(The letter referred to is as follows :) 

I. J. MONTILLA Co., 
Hong Kong, September 11, 1956. 

Dear Mr. Morevanp, Sr.: Come to Hong Kong immediately before the end of 
the month. Just in case you decide to come please do not iet any newspaper 
reporters know why you are in Hong Kong. 

We can help you find your son. You can stay with me during your stay in 
the colony. 

If you are coming, please cable me what airway you are flying. It is better 
to fly by Pan American Airways. 


It is a duty of any human being to help one another. We all want peace for 
the whole world. 
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I read your article in the local Hong Kong newspaper concerning your son 
and have been here for almost 2 years doing my own little business and am 
from the Philippines. 

Your son is still alive, let us all pray to God for peace. God be with us all. 
My very best wishes, regards. My love to your whole family. 

Yours truly ; 


I. J. MONTILLA. 

Mr. Zanrockr. Are there any questions of Mr. Moreland? 

Any questions, Dr. Judd? 

Dr. Jupp. Mr. Chairman, I have no question, but I think on this 
matter of Jones it might very well be that what he intended to say 
was the same thing in a sense that the Secretary said here, namely, 
that the conduct of the Communists is completely unpredictable. One 
day they might decide to let them all out and you would not have any 
warning of it and you would not know why. Or they might decide not 
to let them out and you might not have any warning of it and might 
not. know why. If that is what Jones meant by it and said he was 
expressing only his own opinion, that is the same kind of thing I have 
said a good many times and I think almost anybody who has dealt 
with them would say it. I think this observation of mine ought also 
to be in the record. 

Mr. Zastockt. Mr. Hays? 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. No questions. 

Mr. Zasiocki. Mr. Smith? Mr. Farbstein? 

Mr. Farssrein. Have you any suggestion or recommendation which 
you, yourself, can make to this committee whereby something could 
be done. 

Mr. Moreianp. Mr. Farbstein, the recommendation that I would 
make was implied in some of the statements that I made earlier. I 
think the Government ought to do something beyond simply making 
requests of the Communist Chinese. I said then that I could not ad- 
vocate the use of force because these men were sent into a situation 
involving force and the theory is that we bring all of our men back 
from an expedition of that kind who are not dead. We have not 
brought these men back. We have not had a satisfactory accounting 
for them. “ may be that force or threat of force is all that will bring 
them back. I do not know. I cannot conceive of any movement which 
the Government has made up to this time nor any movement greatly 
intensified which is likely to have success. I am very pessimistic about 
it. 

There is one more letter that I have— 

Mr. Zastockt. Mr. Vorys. 

Mr. Vorys. As you know, we have an embargo on Red China. We 
have failed or have refused to recognize them and have been success- 
ful in keeping them out of the United Nations. The pressures short 
of military force seem to me, as far as I know, to be about all the 
pressures that we could use. I wondered if you could think of any 
force short of military force that we could use which we have not 
already used. These measures that we are using are ordinarily con- 
sidered as sanctions short of war and are highly criticized by many of 
our own people, as you know, They want us to quit. 

Mr. Moreianp. This is purely an observation, not based upon 
knowledge but upon what I read. I doubt that the embargo is effec- 
tively prosecuted. I get the impression from what I read in news- 
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papers and magazines that the things we furnish to other countries 
tind their way to Communist China ‘without question. So frankly I 
have my own doubt as to whether the embargo is in force. 

Concerning the sanction of keeping the Communist Chinese out of 
the United Nations, I believe the thought has been expressed here that 
they have adopted the policy of outwaiting us on it. If they have con- 
cessions they want from us, they have not put them forward to my 
knowledge. It is obvious to me that what we have done up to this time 
is not producing results. 

Dr. Jupp. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Vorys. I yield. 

Dr. Jupp. I would have to disagree with the witness at this point. I 
think what. we are doing is having tremendously good results. They 
are In great trouble in Communist China. They have to admit it even 
themselves. Nobody gives in when they are doing all right, but when 
they are in trouble, when the vy have to admit the “students are restless 
and labor groups are demanding greater concessions, when Chinese 
newsmen are demanding greater freedom and more facts and pressure 
groups are restless, when they admit that they have tried to industrial- 
ize too fast, and that they have to slow down because of the opposition 
in rural areas, when their inflation is growing again. All these mean 
that the embargo is working. While these pressures are not perfect by 
ny means and we cannot control our allies, nevertheless they are hav- 
ing a tremendously helpful effect. 

You will not get these men out, if they are still alive, until the Com- 
munists are in trouble and they need to use the men for bargaining. 
They hold them back, if they have them, just for the time when they 
need to soften us up a little bit on some position. They will then say, 
“Tf you will do so-and-so, we will let out some of your boys.’ 

I think that firm pressure is the only hope of getting them out. If 
we relax, I would think that, assuming those boys are alive, they would 
have no chance whatsoever of getting out alive because the Communists 
would not need to use them, or reveal they had them at all. 

The only fear I had when I was under them, at times when I had to 
oppose them, was that they could easily dispose of me and put my 
body down a well and it would never be known what happened to me. 
They did that to a man and his wife, missionaries, 60 miles north of 
where we were, and they were never heard of again. We did not know 
whether they burned them up or what they did with them. 

If the d: iv comes when they do not need to use those men, then [ am 
sure they will never admit they ever had them. But if the day comes 
that they want to bargain because of trouble they are in, then I think 
you may find they have many prisoners of war that the 'y have never 
acknowledged. Under those circumstances it might be possible to get 
a far better settlement. That is my own view for whatever it is worth. 

Mr. Faresrein. Will the gentleman yield? In view of what you 
have just said, is there not a sort of converse of that ? 

Dr. Jupp. Indeed, there is. I did not mean to discuss it except 
in executive session. 

Mr. Farestern. Frankly, I had not, either, and I thought probably 
the chairman had not intended that. 

Mr. Zarvocki. I suggested that the subject be brought up in execu- 
tive session. 
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Dr. Jupp. I am talking about the question of this one major point, 
that the only hope of getting them out is to keep the Reds under 
pressure to the point where they are really in trouble and have to 
use these men in bargaining. 

Mr. Farpstern. I started to say you suggested 

Dr. Jupp. Do not bring up the other side. Let’s let it go. 

Mr. Zas.ockt. We will pursue that subject matter in executive 
session. Mr. Smith had a question. 

Mr. Smiru. I was wondering, Mr. Moreland, have you had any 
word at all from your son since he disappeared ? 

Mr. More.anp. No, sir. 

Mr. Smitu. Not one word 4 

Mr. Moreianp. Not one word. We have addressed letters to him 
but they were intercepted by the Government and returned to us 
with the statement that there were no facilities for delivering the 
letters over there. 

Mr. Zasiockt. What government / 

Mr. Moretanp. Our Government. They were sent back to us from 
the Defense Department, through communications from the Defense 
Department. 

Mr. Smiru. Under the circumstances, I want to say for the record 
that I think you have exercised considerable restraint in your atti- 
tude. I do not know what I would have done had I been in your 
position. 

Mr. Moretanp. I have fought many a silent battle over the sub- 
ject, Mr. Smith. I realize that just one individual is essentially 
helpless to do anything by physical force. I have been trying for 4 
years to get something ‘started such as we are hav ing right here tod: ay. 

Mr. Zasocxr. Mr. “Hay s. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Mr. Moreland, to whom were the letters ad- 
dressed that were returned ? 

Mr. Moretanp. To my son. I would address the letter to him, 
“Capt. Harry D. Moreland, Prisoner of War, Care of the Chinese 
People’s Committee for World Peace, Peiping, China.” That was 
before or during the period between the first release of prisoners and 
the second release of prisoners or perhaps even before the first release 
of prisoners. It was understood that letters sent to this Chinese 
committee might have some chance of reaching prisoners held. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Did you ever try to send that letter via another 
country ¢ 

Mr. More.anp. No, sir; I did not. My son was in flight training at 
San Marcos, Tex., and Fort Sill, Okla., with some Danish officers, a 
captain and a major. I wrote to those people to see if their govern- 
ments had any means of passing on communications or getting infor- 
mation on the subject. I got no response to my letters, so I do not 
know what to make of that. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Off the record. 

( Discussion off the record. ) 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. There is not a one in a thousand chance of any- 
thing coming of it, but if you want to try sending it via England or 
something like that, I will help you. I think it isa peculiarly stupid 
thing for our Government to send the letters back, even though, as I 
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say, I think there is a thousand-to-one chance that nothing will come 
of it. 

Mr. More,anp. When William Worthy was in China recently, I 
sent him a cablegram. I had no assurance that it would reach him, 
but I am told that it did. 

Mr. Chairman, there is one more letter that I want to call to your 
attention and |:ave put into the record. Early in 1956 friends of 
mine at Tulsa lieard a radio broadcast which mentioned Rear Adm. 
Waldo Drake, who, they thought, was associated with Ambassador 
Johnson at Geneva. I understood from information I had that he 
was a retired Navy man, that he was a newspaper correspondent in 
Europe for the Los Angeles Times. 

I got the gentleman’s address and wrote him a letter asking him 
for information concerning what Ambassador Johnson was doing, 
and I had a reply from him under date of February 25, 1956, in which 
he said: 

Your letter concerning your son reached me last night just prior to my 
departure from Geneva today for shift of base to Paris. Please be assured, 
though, that I will do al} that I can in the months to come to help tind some 
trace of Captain Moreland. I think there is a chance that he may be among the 
few badly wounded prisoners of war whom TPeking still may be holding probably 
to forestall antagonistic United States reaction until after the Chinese Com- 
munists win the Dulles-Chou En-lai meeting. 

Meanwhile, I have turned your letter over to the stalf in Geneva of United 
States Ambassador U. Alexis Johnson, with the request that he ask Wang Ping- 
nan, the Peking representative in the Geneva talks, to make specific inquiry 
about Captain Moreland. 

I hope that this effort may bring some good news. 

WALDO DRAKE. 

I would like to have that made part of the record and perhaps some 
member of the committee will be kind enough to ask Ambassador 
Johnson if he knows this gentleman. 

Mr. Zasiocki. We will be in executive session and Ambassador 
Johnson will give us the necessary information. 

Our time is running out and we will expect to have the Secretary 
and Mr. Jackson back this afternoon in executive session. 

Are there further questions of Mr. Moreland ? 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. I would like to ask the Ambassador if he 
knows such a person as this. 

Mr. Jonson. He is an acquaintance as a newspaper correspond- 
ent. He is not on my staff but I know him casually as a newspaper 
correspondent. He used to be in Geneva. 

Mr. Moretanp. The information I got that he was on Ambassa- 
dor Johnson’s staff was inaccurate. That is the way the radio gave 
it at the time and I addressed him on that assumption. It turned 
out to be incorrect. This is all I can think of saying at this time. I 
will stay here and I would relish an opportunity to say more or ask 
questions later if it is proper. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Mr. Moreland, if the committee desires to call you 
to obtain further information we will call upon you. 

We have been delighted to have you. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Moreland. 

Mr. William Worthy has requested that he appear before the 
committee. 


Mr. Worthy ¢ 
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STATEMENT OF WILLIAM WORTHY, JR., CORRESPONDENT, 
BALTIMORE AFRO-AMERICAN 


Mr. Worrny. My name is William Worthy, Junior. My address 
is 87 Howland Street, Boston 21. 

Presently I am a Nieman fellow at Harvard. I am correspondent 
for the Baltimore Afro-American. I have also been special cor- 
respondent for CBS News in the Soviet Union, Africa, and other 
places. 

While I did not prepare a formal statement I have some notes 
here. My first involvement in this matter of prisoners, the missing 
prisoners from the Korean war, came late in December 1956 or 
early January 1957 when I received two cables while I was in Peiping, 
China. One was from Mr. Moreland, of Tulsa, and the other was 
froma Mrs. Loyd Ledbetter of Oklahoma City. 

I might say, as Mr. Moreland surmised, there is a regular daily 
racio-telegraph circuit from Oakland, Calif., to Shanghai, as well 
as radio-telephone circuits, and there is no difficulty in getting cables 
or mail through. 

Both Mr. Moreland and Mrs. Ledbetter made essentially the same 
request; that I make inquiries about their two respective sons. 

I wrote letters from my hotel room in Peiping to the Chinese For- 
eign Ministry and to'the North Korean Embassy and later, after I 
thought they had had sufficient time to study the two letters, I made 
oral inquiries. 

The person at the Chinese Foreign Ministry told me that all of the 
United Nations personnel who had been taken prisoner had been 
repatriated during Operation Big Switch, and all those who had 
elected to stay in North Korea or China had had their names pub- 
licized at the time, and therefore there was nothing for them, meaning 
the Chinese, to inquire into. 

It was a most cold and rebufting reply that I got. 

They also pointed out that Operation Big Switch had been carried 
out under the supervision of the Neutral Nations Supervisory Com- 
mission, and that was as far as I got with the Chinese. 

Mr. Zastockt. How many days were you in China ? 

Mr. Wortnuy. 41 in all. 

Mr. Zasiockt. You had been unable to obtain any information ? 

Mr. Worrny. No. I asked every conceivable source, but I think, 
Mr. Zablocki, as we were discussing the other day, you cannot realize 
how little information you can get in a Communist country until you 
have been there. It is just inconceivable, until you have been in a 
Communist country, to know how sources of information are dried up. 

At the North Korean Embassy I talked to an English-speaking first 
secretary, I believe, who said that he had passed my letter on to the 
North Korean Red Cross in Pyongyang, the capital of North Korea, 
and as soon as he got a reply from the Red Cross he would let me know. 

He invited me to go to North Korea, which I certainly would have 
done if time had permitted, but I had only a 1-month visa for China, 
and I also had to be back at Harvard University for my second 
semester. ’ : 

That essentially is all that I got during my trip to China. 

Of course, I discussed this whole matter with the British who rep- 


resent American interests in China. They gave me nothing specific. 
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and I talked to other diplomats, correspondents, and whatnot, but I 
got absolutely nothing. 

Since I got back, other parents have contacted me, I would say 4 
or 5inall. I have seen several of them. One of them is in the hearing 
room this morning. She has asked me not to mention her name, and 
if I should slip I hope the name can be erased from the record. 

Mr. Zas.ockt. In open session it will be all over. As a reporter 
you know you probably would use the name yourself. 

Mr. Worrny. I will try not to slip, of course. 

I would say the general and unanimous impression I have gotten 
from all of these parents who contacted me is this: It is their feeling 
that they have not been taken into confidence by the people in W ash- 
ington, and essentially they all say to me that if we, the parents, cannot 
be trusted with confidential information about our own sons, then who 
can $ 

Specifically one illustration of that is the lady who is in the hearing 
room this morning who first talked to me early in April in Baltimore 
and then again last Wednesday here in Washington. She was given 
only last Wednesday three documents from the Department of the 
Air Force with reports about her son by repatriated prisoners of war. 

Originally they had a classified stamp on them, and then there is a 
new stamp stating “Classification changed to unclassified.” 

These 3 reports have been in the Department of the Air Force 
files since November 13, 1953, in the case of one: November 12, 1953, 
in the case of another; November 6, 1953, in the case of a third. 

This seems to tie in with the little item Mr. Moreland cited this 
morning where he learned about this report from the Communists 
about his son only m the hearing room this morning. 

Mr. Zasvockt. Mr. Worthy, Mr. Moreland’s testimony was positive 
und if he had anything to present to the committee he made it part 
of the record. 

Do you intend to continue to make charges and statements and not 
include anything in the record ? 

Mr. Worruy. I am sorry. I showed you these the other day, Mr. 
Zablocki. 

Mr. Zasitockt. That does not excuse you from referring to some- 
thing and not inserting it. 

If the party is not willing to have it made part of the record the 
committee would prefer not having statements made about it. 

Mr. Worvruy. If the mother is willing to turn them over I have 
no objection. They are more her property than mine. 

Mr. Zasiockt. The purpose of my requesting the documents for the 
record is that if you are going to make charges and statements, Mr. 
Worthy, you had better substantiate them with evidence. 

Mr. Worrtny. Is it possible they can be turned over without the 
name being made public? She is very much afraid, if her son’s name 
appears in any publicity, that harm may come to him from the 
Communists. 

Mr. Vorys. That brings up the release of the names. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Yes, the whole matter of releasing the names. 

Mr. Vorys. I thought it was the general judgment of the commit- 
tee that it would be helpful to have a release of the names. If the 
Communists know this name, and as I understand it, the list of names 
has been declassified, unless there are some reasons that we do not 
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know about as to why there would be danger in releasing names, we 
are right up against it at this minute. 

Mr. Farssrern. It seems to me in that connection that if you are 
going to release the names you have to release all of them. 

With all of them being released I do not think they will choose 
any individual name and I do not think if these men are alive they 
will kill all of them. 

If you use one name perhaps it might be pointed. However, if that 
name is only one of 450 what difference does it make whether the name 
is published or not? It is in the larger list, anyhow. 

I personally think it would be very salut: ny to have the list pub- 
lished, because I think the only thing we can possibly do which 
might, even remotely prove of any assistance a the parents of these 
men, is that very thing. I don’t see why that name should be with- 
held. This is illogical. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. It seems to me that the crux of this matter is 
that a charge has been made that the Department of Defense has 
had this information for a number of months and has not turned it 
over until a long time afterward. 

Mr. Wortuy. Three and a half years. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. If that is what you want to substantiate I see 
no reason why the name has to be in there. That is immaterial. 

The point we are interested in is whether the Department of Defense 
had this information for 344 years, and if they did why did they 
hold it for 314 years, and then why did they suddenly turn it over. 

It seems to me the name is immaterial. If the lady doesn’t want 
it mentioned I see no reason why these documents cannot be introduced 
with the name deleted so far as I can tell and from my experience 
in hearings of this type. 

Mr. ZanLocks. Without objection the documents will be made part 
of the record with the name deleted. 

Mr. Worruy. I have one letter here, also from a mother. I will 
read selectively. I am not pretending I am reading it all, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

She says that through Victor Riesel she contacted an undercover 
group in Macao, which is on the border of China, and this is quoted 
from a letter of June 16, 19538, 

Then it has some information, presumably undercover information 
about her son taken prisoner of war. 

Then she states: 

When I presented this information from the underground to the Pentagon 
Y was hushed up quickly and I have not been able to get any more letters 
through. I would like you to see some of this evidence but I cannot afford to 
risk losing any more of it by sending it to you. I let one newspaperman have 
some for publication and our counterintelligence took it from him. It was pub- 
lished first, though, so I cannot see their point. 

I have no way of subtantiating this, Mr. Chairman. This came from 
faraway in the Southwest. 

[ have not met the woman but I brought it in in line with what I 
have been saying previously. 

Mr. Zanvockt. How about the name of the party? Do you intend 
to leave that letter with the committee as part of the record ? 

Mr. Wortuy. Would that be your recommendation ? 
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Mr. Zastocki. Any such statements have no value whatsoever if 
they are not identified or attributed to a person. 

I have wires here, and I am sure every one of the members have, 
letters from people whose sons are among those unaccounted for. 

Mr. Worruy. This mother did not specifically ask me not to make 
it public but I have not had a chance to ask her if she would object 
to it. 

You first spoke to me Thursday about appearing here. 

Mr. Zantockt. When you came to my office to request an appear- 
ance I said if we had a hearing you could appear. 

At that time I stated if there were statements made they should 
be substantiated. 

Mr. Wortny. I am in a rather ticklish situation. As a newspaper- 
man I have yet to violate a confidence. I don’t know whether the 
mother wanted this made public. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Might we make a suggestion that it be made 
part of the record in executive session and the name preserved from 
the public in that way ? 

We have included many things in our hearing that we have not 
released and made public. I think that deserves to be looked into. 
There may be nothing to it again but it should not be left in midair. 

Mr. Vorys. If the gentleman will yield. ee are getting up against 
a situation that if somebody can appear as a private citizen and give 
us information about the Government that he c ‘lassifies and that the 
Government does not classify, the committee is therefore faced with 
the dilemma of not releasing information which the committee thinks 
is important but which some private citizen thinks should be classified. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. If this were setting a precedent I would be as 
concerned as you are. The thing has been done in reverse many 
times. I can recall seeing pictures of people testifying with a hood 
over their face. I never did find out who they were but their testimony 
was released. 

I would presume that if this letter were incorporated we would 
call the Department of Defense in and ask them what their version 
of this is. 

It still does not mean we have to release the woman’s name to the 
general public. Maybe I am all wrong about it. 

Your point is exactly right. We either should have the document 
in evidence or we should take no notice of it. I agree with you that 
far, but I still think the document can come in evidence without being 
made public property. 

Mr. Farrstern. Might I suggest that the document without the 
name be put in evidence publicly and you invite Mr. Worthy into 
executive session if you, upon examination of that letter, deem it 
sufficiently import int to do so. 

Lf you deem it insufficiently important I would dispose of the whole 
business and not even put it in here. 

Mr. Zastockt. I have not seen the letter but I see no reason why the 
entire letter should not be included as part of the record with the 
identification of the sender deleted. 

Mr. Vorys. We are hearing a voluntary witness from whom we have 
no right todemand information. He offers testimony about somebody 
else in confidence. 
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Do we accept that testimony and agree to preserve his confidence ? 
That is the situation. 

It is bad enough when the shoe is on the other foot and we have Gov- 
ernment witnesses who must appear and from whom we demand infor- 
mation which we say we will not release unless the declassification 
procedure is gone through. 

Are we going to give a volunteer witness the right to classify or 
declassify ¢ 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. I don’t know about that. Senator Knowland 
set some kind of precedent which I thought was a pretty good one and 
I followed it once. Whenever they give me something classified and 
{ don’t think it ought to be you just declassify it. I did that once in 
a proceeding, too. 

It came before my subcommittee and I thought it was silly to be 
classified, I talked about it, and somebody said “How did this get 
declassified ?” 

I said “I declassified it.” 

Mr. Zasuockt. The decision the witness will have to make is this: 
If you want the letter included in the record you make the decision. 
Otherwise do not refer to it. We do not want excerpts. 

Do you desire that stricken from the record and no reference made 
to the letter or the letter filed ¢ 

Mr. Worruy. Will the name be deleted? Iam not trying to conceal 
anything but trying to protect a possible confidence. 

Mr. Zasiockt. We are reluctant to have statements made with no 
supporting evidence available to the committee. 

Mr. Worruy. Do I understand that if I turn it over the woman’s 
name will be deleted, or the son’s name will be? 

Mr. Vorys. I will make no such agreement. 

Mr. Zasiocki. Why don’t you leave it here and we will discuss it in 
executive session. If there is no agreement we will return the letter. 

Mr. Worrtny. All right. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Is that the only condition under which you will leave 
the letter with us? 

Mr. Worrny. That is the only honorable thing I can do, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Zastocki. You understand all reference to that letter otherwise 
will be deleted from the record. 

Mr. Vorys. This is a public session. 

Mr. Zasiockt. Then there is no point in having the letter in the 
record. 

(In executive session the subcommittee voted to insert the letter with 
all identification stricken. The unedited letter is contained in the 
committee files, together with a letter from the husband of the writer.) 
Mr. WILLIAM Worrtiry, 

Cambridge, Mass. 

Dear Mr. Worry: Your letter came Friday and I was most happy to hear 
from you. 

Our story is such a queer and complicated one that I hardly know how to begin 
this letter or where to end it. Most of it would fill a book in parapsychology 
research and if you have any doubts in your mind as to my sanity, I will tell you 
now that I am being aided by a prominent . Gettor- and By... <¢' io 

As to the actual facts about our son, we have run down every clue and con- 
tacted every person who might have any information of him and the result has 


been quite confusing. We do know that he was wounded at the time of his 
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eapture and is known to have been held in camp No. 5 until sometime in April of 
1951. Four returned prisoners gave their story to the Government and all said 
he had died but when I questioned the four, none of them had been with him at 
the time, none had been on the burial party, and none had seen him after death. 


Through... . . I contacted an undercover group in Macao and this is quoted 
from a letter of June 16, 1953— 
“According to this report, Mr. . . . . photo has already appeared on the list of 


the prisoners of war office of the Peiping Military Administration. The investi- 
gating officer has checked the photo you sent to them with the photo in the 
prisoner of war office and found them similar. 

“The report also states that the photos in the list of the prisoner of war office 
are marked X with red ink on the photos of those who are deceased, but they 
find no such marking on Mr...... photo. From this they conclude that he is 
still living but has changed his name.” (This change of name deal appeared in 
all the interviews with the mediums, of which I will tell you later.) 

When I presented this information from the underground to the Pentagon, I 
was hushed up quickly and I have not been able to get any more letters through. 

I would like you to see some of this evidence but I can’t afford to risk losing 
any more of it by sending it to you. I let one newspaperman have some for 
publication and our counterintelligence took it from him. It was published first 
though so I can’t see their point. 

In April of 1955, after much prodding from our Congressman, ..... ., the 
Government announced they were returning..... body. As we had bone 
and dental charts here, we made arrangements for a dentist to examine the 
remains at San Francisco and requested permission from Washington but all 
efforts were in vain, nor would they send us a copy of their dental and bone 
charts of the remains till after we refused to accept the body. They didn’t 
match! -They never told us what they did with the remains but we found out. 

Since all this had been foretold by the mediums, and there are 10 of them, 
and they all say he is over there and will be home, there is definitely something 
here, but the answer we do not yet know. 

I have one sincere request to make of you. Very few people know of this; I 
can’t afford to have any skeptics “dragging the anchor,” so I hope you will not 
disclose any of this till we have the answer. Then you may have the whole 
story if you want it. 

To disclose the part about the remains would cause too much heartbreak among 
those who have already buried their sons and husbands. 

I will pause and tell you that the medium who has helped us most is one of 
your own race. Our beloved. 

If you are interested in this, I'm sure .... would not mind if you asked her 
to let you read the letters that are on record in her office .... If you are not 
interested, please just burn this letter and forget it. 

I do appreciate what you have done for us, though, and would very much like 
to talk with you. Would you stop off on your way to California? We could meet 
you at the airport if you will let us know. We will also listen for your broad- 
casts. 

Do let me know how you feel about this, and thanks for sending the clippings 
which I am returning. I haven’t found much in our papers about that. 

Since my first encounter with the press that I mentioned, we have quietly left 
town every time the Government sent any messages to us, so the reporters have 
never had any of those human interest stories about us. 

Sincerely yours. 

Mr. Worrny. In line with this general dissatisfaction I h: ave run 
across on the part of the relatives toward the w ay their sons’ cases 
have been handled in Washington, I did a tape recording with this 
same mother the other day. 

When I asked her what department in Washington now had re- 
sponsibility, so far as she could determine, for handling these cases, 
she said first the State Department, and then she added—and this 
has been put on tape—the State Department wastebasket. 

That is a personal opinion on her part, of course, but I cite it only 
to show that there is serious dissatisfaction on the part of the relatives 
at the way their sons’ cases have been handled and the way they have 
been dealt with here in Washington when they tried to get information. 








AMERICAN PRISONERS OF WAR 53 


During the recess I noticed this mother talked to several members of 
the committee and told them what she mentioned to me the other day, 
namely, that on one of her trips abroad in search of her son she went 
to London in September 1955, went to the American Embassy in Lon- 
don and talked to the head of what they identified as the Prisoner-of- 
War Department. 

She asked if the American Embassy in London could get the British 
Embassy in Peking to intervene with the Chinese. 

The response she got from this man whom she identified as the 
Head of the Prisoner-of-war Department, Mr. Swihard, was that he 
told her there was no point in the British in Peking intervening with 
the Chinese because all of the American prisoners of war had been sent 
back down to North Korea after the 11 airmen had been freed by the 
Communists. 

I said to her, “Does that mean he was conceding that he knew these 
men were still alive?” 

She said, “I don’t see what other possible interpretation there could 
be.” 

Another mother in New Jersey, Mr. Chairman, whom I interviewed, 
she, too, got in touch with me. All of these people have come to me. 
[ had no way of getting in touch with them. I had no names, ad- 
dresses, or anything. They have either phoned me, written me or 
wired me. 

This mother in New Jersey said to me something like this: “I lie 
awake at night composing strong letters to the State Department. 
Then I never send them because I am afraid the State Department 
will call me a Communist.” 

I said to her, “What if they do? You are interested in getting your 
son back.” 

She said, “Yes, but I just don’t want to raise that much trouble in 
Washington.” 

Except for the Morelands, all of the parents who have contacted me 
seem for some reason or other to tremble when they come to Wash- 
ington and try to deal with officials. They are definitely on the de- 
fensive in dealing with these agencies. 

One point I would like to say in passing, Mr. Chairman, and I say 
it because of extensive travels in Asia: 

I think it is very important for the United States to show the 
world that we are interested in all of the missing Korean war prison- 
ers, Korean war personnel of all nationalities. It is much easier to 
build up moral pressure among the peoples of Asia, particularly 
among the so-called neutralists, if we show we are equally concerned 
about the fate of prisoners of war who do not happen to be Americans. 

On my way into China on December 24 I talked to Guy Searls, the 
special CBS correspondent stationed in Hong Kong. 

On April 4 he wrote me a letter at Cambridge, Mass., in answer to 
one of mine I had written him concerning the Morelands and several 
other families who have contacted me. 

I want to read a couple of excerpts from this letter dated April 4. 

He states: 

The Reds, particularly with Japan, have denied existence of some prisoners 
only to release them at a later date. Some French prisoners out of Kunking 
more than a year ago said they heard rumors in their prisons that there were 
some Americans there but had not been able to make contact with them. They 
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did contact a Thai, a Siamese officer there, who had been captured in Korea 
and whose imprisonment the Reds had never admitted. 

There were also some stories at one time that some Americans were held in 
Swatow, but I have never been able to verify any of this. 


It was suggested to me, Mr. Chairman, that I give my own personal 
opinion based on these 6 weeks in China about the possible status of 
these men. I am basing it on this contact, cables, personal contact, 
contact with these parents while I was in China and since I got back. 

My own personal opinion, or surmise, is that unless these men were 
all murdered in cold blood or unless they all died from natural causes 
in captivity, some of them must be alive. 

The only other thing I had down here, Mr. Chairman, in the form 
of notes to bring up was this possible matter of the eight civilian pris- 
oners. You suggested the other day I might touch on that. 

Would you like me to go ahead on that ? 

Mr. Zapiockt. Suggested what? 

Mr. Worrny. Touch upon the eight civilian prisoners, since I inter- 
viewed one of them in the Shanghai jail. 

Mr. Zasiocki. The turncoats / 

Mr. Wortuy. No; the missionaries and businessmen and the two 
Army civilians. 

Mr. Zaniockt. You said you had interviewed those ? 

Mr. Worrny. One American. 

Mr. Zasiocki. That would be your experience with American civil- 
ians imprisoned in a Communist camp ? 

Mr. Worrny. Yes. I talked to two of the American turncoats, inci- 
dentally, William Charles White and Samuel Hawkins. However, 
that is not relevant here. 

The prisoner I interviewed in the Shanghai jail on the 16th of Janu- 
ary 1957 was the Reverend Paul J. Mackensen, Jr., of Baltimore. He 
was a Lutheran missionary who has been in China about 9 years. 

Two months after I interviewed him, he was released on the 7th of 
March by the Communists. My impression of him was that he had 
definitely been brainwashed. He would not give me a definite answer 
whether or not he planned to return home upon release from jail, and 
I strongly suspected he was not coming home. 

When he got out he announced he was going to try to get work in 
China, ask the Chinese to permit him to stay there, and as of now he 
is still in Shanghai. 

I spoke in Baltimore on Saturday for the NAACP, and while there 
I called his parents on the phone. I had already seen them once when 
I got back. It is their understanding that he talked to the British 
consul after his release, but so far they have gotten no report on him 
either through the British or through the State Department. 

The condition of Reverend Mackensen in that jail was pathetic, not 
so much in terms of physical conditions. The jail was unheated. He 
sat throughout the interview with his hands in his sleeves because he 
had no gloves. 

The place gave you complete moral and spiritual chills, quite aside 
from physic al chiils. There were two prison personne] sitting in on 
the interview, both of whom spoke English; he gave me a definite 
impression of having been converted to the Communist system. He 
praised his jailers, pr raised the achievements of the Communist regime 
during the last 8 years in power. 
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He had been taken on a guided tour around China a year ago with 
some of the other prisoners and shown all the important Communist 
monuments and material achievements. I understand from other 
sources he has a definite guilt feeling, was made to believe that he was 
guilty as a missionary of havi ing served the W est, spied for the West, 
and he now feels he must go through penance and he wants to stay 
there and serve the Chinese people poe the Communist regime. 

It is an experience I will never forget. The expert on brainwashing, 
Dr. Robert Lifton at Harvard University, calls this process an_as- 
sault on identity and self, and that is the impression you got. This 
man’s identify was torn to shreds and a new synthetic person has been 
built up in his place. 

That was the only prisoner I got to interview in China. I learned 
from the British that the prisoners had gone through torture, physical 
and mental. Treatment has improved and they are being allowed more 
or less to go on from day to day without direct overt interference. 
App: arently they are resigned to serving out their terms. 

Since I got back, Mr. ‘Chairman, again several of the families of 
these civilian prisoners have contac ted me. One mother, Mrs. Red- 
mond, of Yonkers, N. Y., the mother of Hugh Redmond ‘who was in 
that same Shanghai jail, asked me to meet with her and 2 or 3 members 
of a local Yonkers Committee To Free Hugh Redmond. 

I had dinner with them and talked on the problem 2 hours. I should 
like to read from some of my notes of that day. 

This is what Mrs. Redmond and these 2 or 3 members of this com- 
mittee told me about him specifically. 

Hugh Redmond was arrested Janu: ry 26,1951. His mother never 
heard from him or about him until December 1951 w hen, according 
to her, Senator Knowland forced the release of the names of the 
American prisoners who were being held in China. She made the 
point that obviously the State Department had known beforehand 
that he was in jail but during those 10 or 11 months no information 
had been given to her that her son was being held prisoner. He had 
just disappeared. 

Mr. Zastockr. What list was that that the Senator released ? 

Mr. Worrny. At that time it was a list probably containing 15 
or more names of people in Communist hands. According to her, 
Senator Knowland, over the objections of the State Department, 
either released the names or forced the State Department to release 
them. 

Her son had made an effort before he was arrested to walk up the 
gangplank of the ship the General Gordon, an Ameri ican ship sent by 
the American Government to Shanghai early in 1950 to evacuate 
American nationals. 

As he was walking up the gangplank he was stopped and taken off. 
That was an eyewitness account by an American who told this to Mrs. 
Redmond subsequently. 

She had no letter from her son before he was sentenced on December 
1954. Since that time she has had only two letters from him. 

From my correspondence and contact with the Fecteau family in 
Massachusetts, whose son also is held in a Peiping jail, they have 
almost weekly correspondence from their son even though he was an 
Army civilian and definitely was charged by the Communists with 
espionage during the Korean war. In other words, there svems to be 
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no rhyme or reason to the Communist treatment of pr isoners. One is 
allowed to write regularly, and another has sent 3 letters during 6 
years he has been held prisoner. 

Then she went on: In the spring of 1955 either in May or April 
five persons from Yonkers, including herself, called on Mr. Walter 
Robertson at the State Department. They had about an hour or an 
hour and a half appointment. It had been arranged by Representa- 
tive Ralph Gwinn, a Republican of Bronxville. 

At that conference she said the Yonkers committee got the green 
light to go ahead with a letter campaign and publicity, and since that 
time they have gotten out apparently tens of thousands of letters 
from people of Yonkers to Mao Tse-tung asking that Hugh Redmond 
be released. 

She said that prior to that conference in the spring of 1955, “We 
had been given to understand it would be better to take iteasy.” They 
had not gotten into the letterwriting campaign. 

Mr. Zastockt. Are you implying, when you say they received the 
green light from the State Department, that the State Department 
was preventing people from writing ? 

Mr. Wortny. No. She said that previously they had been given 
to understand it would be better to take it easy and not write letters. 
There was no prevention but the suggestion. 

Mr. Zartockr. Might I ask the Assistant Secretary of State to reply 
to that green light reference ? 

Mr. Farsstern. Who told her to take it easy ? 

Mr. Worrny. Up to that time her contact had been on a level lower 
than the Assistant Secretary. 

Mr. Farsstern. Do you have the name of somebody who asked her 
to take it easy, or is this conjecture ? 

Mr. Wortny. This was Mrs. Redmond and 2 or 3 members of her 
committee who recalled the sequence of events over the years since 
she got word that her son had been held prisoner. 

Mr. Farestetn. Can you give me the name of the person who asked 
her to take it easy ? 

Mr. Wortuy. She did not give me that. 

Mr. Farsstretn. Do you accept as gos pel statements of that type 
without names being furnished ? 

Mr. Worrny. One thing is very definite about these families, Mr. 
Congressman. They are not trained newspapermen. They do not 
keep notes. 

When they give you a clipping from newspapers there is no date 
on it, no name of the newspaper. ‘They have not been very systematic 
in keeping exact details. 

Questioning them again and again I have found the stories are 
consistent. But it is a matter of being unsophisticated and not being 
trained to be precise and not to write down in detail every conversa- 
tion, every event, and keep an accurate record of it. 

I have no reason to question the general accuracy of what these 
people said. 

Mr. Zasvockt. On the other hand, you can see why we want to 
clarify this. You mentioned Mr. Robertson’s name, thé at you had an 
hour and a half conference with the Redmond family, and the proper 
conclusion one would reach after hearing your st: itement w: is that it 
was Mr. Robertson who said that. You didn’t mean that. 
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Mr. Worruy. She meant to state that. There is no question about 
that. 

Mr. Zasiocki. That Mr. Robertson gave her the green light ? 

Mr. Worrny. That is what she said. At that conference with Mr. 
Robertson they got the green light. 

Mr. Faresrern. You have no record of who said that? 

Mr. Worrny. These people do not come back with records. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Will you have Mr. Robertson comment on this 
point ? 

Mr. Zas.ockt. There have been other points brought up and we can 
have Mr. Robertson reply to all of them. 

Do you want him to reply at this point ? 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. This is an open session. If you let it go by 
without his reply—— 

Mr. Zastockt. I am not asking for the reply to be deferred until 
the executive session. 

I note that the prepared notes are coming to an end and it will take 
only a minute for Mr. Worthy to conclude his statement, and we can 
have the reply from Mr. Robertson. 

Mr. Worruy. To continue with my notes here, she said that at this 
conference, before they got the green light, the group, meaning her- 
self and these 2 or 3 members of the Redmond committee, got mad and 
said they were not a group of hicks from the country who were going 
to be pacified. They had a book along with them which identified all 
of the Yonkers organizations which were supporting the Redmond 
committee, 

The mayor of Yonkers has been their chairman, and they com- 
posed this elaborate book showing all of these civic, educ: ational, 
church, and other groups behind this committee, stating that they 
were dissatisfied with the way the case had been handled in Wash- 
ington, and, as she said, “We are not a group of hicks from the coun- 
try who will be pacified. After we spoke thus Mr. Robertson became 
more cooperative.” 

Then she went on to say that this book which they had along they 
wanted to present to President Eisenhower personally. 

Mr. Robertson said if President Eisenhower received our delega- 
tion—this is what she said—he would have to receive all other dele- 
gations concerning prisoners at that time and other committees seek- 
ing the release of the dozen-odd prisoners. 

She said, “We pointed out that we were at that time the only com- 
mittee in existence and, nevertheless, did not get the appointment 
with the President.” 

The book contained a presentation letter to Eisenhower along with 
letters from other organizations. 

She said, “We told Mr. Robertson we did not care about getting 
publicity. We wanted Mrs. Redmond and another committee mem- 
ber to present it personally to the President. 

“We told Mr. Robertson we would not surrender the book to any- 
one except the President and we still have it.” 

A copy of the book went to Mao Tse-tung about 4 months ago. 

Mr. Zasiocki. They sent a copy to Mao Tse-tung but would not 
send a copy to the President except by personal presentation ? 

Mr. Worrny. They have felt they got a run around so much they 
wanted to see the President personally. 
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Mr. Zastockt. They were willing enough to send it on to Mao Tse- 
tung, though. 

Mr. Worruy. Mr. C ongressman, again these people are not people 
with organizational experience. They don’t have Madison Avenue 
public relations men hired to press their cases. These are simple 
people. 

Mi r. Zastocki. They are not so simple if they can organize a con- 
ference with a very high level official of the State Department. 

Mr. Worrny. This one was done through Representative Ralph 
hag 

Mr. Zastockr. They could give a copy to Mr. Gwinn to give to the 
President. 

I take issue particularly to their sending a copy to Mao Tse-tung 
instead of our President or any other Government agency. 

Mr. Worrny. I cannot answer for the committee but I am passing 
on the essence of the conversation that I had with this group on 
April 6. 

That is about all that I have specifically, Mr. Chairman. 

There is one other point. 

Mr. Zastockt. What did they expect Mao Tse-tung to do with that 
book ? 

Mr. Wortny. They wanted to show the Chinese that this was some- 
thing which had aroused public opinion in the United States, par- 
ticularly in the community of Yonkers. They were passing it on for 
that purpose. 

Mr. Zastockr. The very fellow who is holding their boy is sent a 
copy. How in heaven do they expect that boy liberated if they are 
going to kow-tow to the Communists ? 

Of course, you are not to blame, but I think it was a grave mistake 
they have made. Here we have American citizens sending a copy of 
that book to a Communist leader, a fellow who is the very reason 
their boy is in prison if he is still alive, and if he is dead he is the 
very reason that their boy was killed. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I think this mother wants her 
boy released. She is not a darn bit interested in the high policy of 
the State Department. You are looking at it from a policymaking 
standpoint and so am I, but you have got to try to put yourself in 
their place. The one thing they are most interested in, more than 
anything else, is getting these people released. Probably they are 
overcritical of the State Department’s efforts, but I think they are 
probably a little bit like Mr. Bevan of Great Britain who, in answer 
to a question an American Congressman asked him in my presence 
about the British health scheme—he was asked if there was some dis- 
satisfaction about it in Britain—Bevan said there was and- 
there will be dissatisfacton with it until medical science is able to confer im- 
mortality on mankind. 


The same thing is true with these parents. I am not going to call 
them Communists or anything else. 

Mr. Zanuockt. I did not eall them Communists. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. The inference, if you read back on what was 
said, is pretty plain. I think the whole thing is that they are emo- 
tionally worked up and they are not going to be satisfied with any- 
thing that the State Departme nt does, however reasonable it m ay be, 
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until they produce their son. That probably is patently impossible, 
but you have to always remember that is what is in their minds. It 
is not a question of sitting down and being perfectly reasonable. 
This is something that a parent cannot put on a reasonable basis. 
There is a certain amount of emotion involved. While they may have 

made a very terrible mistake, Mao T'se-tung is the man who has 
their son and in desperation they do this thing. I am not willing 
to condemn them for that. 

Mr. Worrny. Mr. Chairman, they told me that Father Rigney, one 
of the Jesuit priests held by the Communists up till a year or so ago, 
had advised them on this letterwriting campaign to Mao Tse-tung. 
He pointed out that he thought it was one of the most effective ways of 
getting things done. He also told them, and when I saw Father 
Rigney in ¢ ‘hic ago early in April, he told me, that it was the backyard 
councils of Chic ago which organized a letterwriting campaign in his 
behalf and as a result of a tremendous amount of letters going to 
Peiping and to Washington from people in Chicago, his name at 
Geneva was put at the top of the list for release. 

Mr. Zanvocki. That is an entirely different matter, sending letters of 
protest to Mao Tse-tung and the Communists, but to set it ‘forth in a 
book that they refused to present to the President is another matter. 

Mr. Worruy. The book was essentially composed of letters of pro- 
test. 

Mr. Zastockt. Then why would they be willing, or demand, a per- 
sonal presentation ¢ 

Mr. Worrny. I think I tried to answer that before. They have felt, 

rightly or wrongly, they have got a runaround in Washington and they 
wanted to go to the man at the top. 

Mr. Faresre1n. Have you ever suggested that they go to see their 
Congressman ¢ 

Mr. Worrny. I do not think I did in the case of Mrs. Redmond 
because she indicated that they had already—— 

Mr. Farssrrin. How about the others? They were worried about 
the treatment in Washington. Did they know that Congressmen were 
around, and did you suggest it to any of them ? 

Mr. Worrny. I know that I did in some cases, yes. 

Mr. Farsstern. Do you know whether any of them did? 

Mr. Worrny. I do not. There was a mother in New Jersey and I 
think I gave her the names of two New Jersey Senators. I do not 
know who the C ongressman was but I did give her the name of two 
New Jersey Senators. 

Mr. Zasiockt. If we are to return at 2: 30 and if you have completed 
your statement, and if there are no further questions from the members 
of the committee, we might hear from Secretary Robertson. You re- 
ferred to him by name in your statement and we might ask Secretary 
Robertson to answer the various charges made. 

Mr. Wortrny. Mr. Congressman, there is something that has in- 
evitably come up about my trip to China, which I think possibly this 
committee—my appearance before this committee provides me with 
the best possible opportunity to clear it up—I notice that I was not 
asked to testify under oath here this morning. I would be perfectly 
willing to say everything I said under oath, Also, I, for one, would 
welcome perhaps a 2-minute session in which I could say under oath 
that I have never been connected with the Communist Party or Com- 
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munist fronts, in any way whatsoever. My beliefs are diametrically 

opposed to that and I abhor their system of government. There is 

nothing in my political background that I would hesitate to say under 
oath. 

Another thing that has come up, it seems to be a subterranean sys- 
tem of rumors that has been spread around that there is something 
fishy about the finances of my trip to China. I would be only too 
willing to submit an affidavit. I am not able to give you the figures. 
I do not have the figures with me since they are in my room at “Har- 

rard, but I would like to present an affidavit, under oath, testifying 
about how expenses were paid for my trip to China and so on. 

Mr. Zasvockt. If such information is requested of this committee, 
we will contact you and receive some testimony on that. 

Mr. Secretary ? 

Mr. RoBeRTSON. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Worthy said talking to Rever- 
end Mackensen in Shanghai gave him a sort of a moral and spiritual 
chill. In listening to his statements here this morning, 1 must say 
that I also experienced a moral and spiritual chill. Unless Mrs. 
Redmond and this committee of fine outstanding citizens who came 
down to see me from Yonkers, N. Y., are people of the greatest 
duplicity—which I am sure they are not—they have been grossly 
misrepresented to this committee. I wish that Mr. Worthy would 
be given the op portunity to make the statements he made under oath. 

I will tell you what happened. I would like to say first that there 
is not any father, mother, or relative of any prisoner in China, civil- 
ian or military, who has ever appealed to me at any time that they 
have not been given the most sympathetic response. When this com- 
mittee came down from Yonkers, they did not come down to protest. 
They came down to talk to me about a campaign which they thought 
might help to release their sons. They told me about Sid com- 
munication with Father Rigney. I told them that a possible way of 
getting the Communists to move them out was to bring the greatest 
possible pressure upon them. I told them that if it were possible 
to bring the moral pressure of the world to bear upon them, at a time 
when they were bidding for respectability, that it mmigut be a lever to 
get the prisoners loose. The intimation here today that I resisted any 
such effort is completely false and I say that without any equivocation 
of any kind. When they asked me about the letter campaign, I en- 
couraged it. We had correspondence about it. They expressed to 
me their deep appreciation of the cooper: ation they had received from 
me. They were down here again within the last week. Again, Mrs. 
Redmond, the lady whom he represents as telling him that T gave 
her a runaround, came up and grasped my hand and told me with 
some emotion how deeply she appreciated n sympathy for their case 
and the help that I was able to give them. T he man who is the chair- 
man of the committee, Mr. Gawshick, thanked me profusely after the 
first meeting for my cooperation and sympathy. When he greeted 
me at that time, he greeted me as warmly as anybody has ever greeted 
me in my life, and when he left. thanked me over again. 

All I can say to you is that this outstanding group of Americans 
has been grossly misrepresented insofar as its relations with me are 
concerned. A few weeks ago I was ill and from my bed I read a 
record of the testimony that Mr. Worthy had given to some congres- 
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sional committee in which he said—I will not try to give his testimony 
verbatim—but the sense of it, and he can correct me if I am wrong. 
It was reported that he said Mrs. Fecteau told him that the State 
Department had kept from her the knowledge that her son was a 
prisoner of the Chinese Communists for 2 years and that it was with 
great difficulty that she could get us, the Department, to agree to let 
her write letters and send parcels to him. 

Having known of the great appreciation that Mrs. Fecteau had 
expressed to us, and knowing that the statement was completely false, 
I telephoned from my sickbed to the Department and asked Mr. 
McConaughy to get in touch with Mrs. Fecteau and tell her what she 
was reported to have said to Mr. Worthy. Hedidthat. Mrs, Fecteau 
got in touch with her Congressman, Congressman Lane, and he called 
a press conference. 

He stated to them that Mrs. Fecteau had repudiated these state- 
ments. The Washington Post had an article publicizing this testi- 
mony of Mr. Worthy’s. Mr. Lane called in the press and told them 
that Mrs. Fecteau had repudiated the statements attributed to her. 
News of this repudiation appeared in her hometown newspapers, but 
I have yet to see a report of that repudiation in any Washington 
paper. Later Mrs. Fecteau talked to me over the telephone and told 
me that Mr. Worthy had tried to induce her, over and over again, to 
make statements derogatory to the State Department, but she had 
refused to do it. 

Another mother, Mrs. Downey, of Connecticut, who has a son held 
prisoner in China, told me that Mr. Worthy had called and awakened 
her out of a sound sleep at 12 o’clock at night, trying to get her to 
make statements derogatory to the State Department and the way 
they had handled the case of her son. She said he sent her communi- 
cations which she refused to receive and that she had not had any 
communication with him whatsoever. Now he is here this morning 
quoting nameless persons who have made complaints. If he insists 
upon giving this kind of testimony, he should be put under oath and 
say what he has to say under oath and give the people whose repu- 
tations he smears a chance to refute him. 

Mr. Zascockt. Are there any questions of the Secretary ? 

Mr. Worrny. Mr. Chairman, [ would be only too glad to repeat 
everything I have said under oath. I have volunteered to do that. 

Mr. Roprrrson. If he is put under oath, I ask you to have Mrs. 
Fecteau, Mrs. Downey, and the Yonkers committee come down to 
hear him. 

Mr. Zapiocki. Mr. Secretary, may I ask that the book that was 
referred to, evidently was the book of letters of protest ? 

Mr. Roserrson. They have a book of letters which they wanted to 
present to the President. The President had seen—Walter, you can 
testify to this—the President had seen one of the mothers in connec- 
tion with- 

Mr. McConaveny. Mrs. Rigney. 

Mr. Rosertson. The stor 939 had seen her to show his interest 
in the mothers of prisoners. I do not remember the circumstances. 
There was no disposition to oppose her presenting the book, but it 
had not been possible to arrange an appointment with the President. 
The book was turned over to the Secretary of State, who has presented 
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it to the President. They brought the book down with them last 
week and at the end of their meeting with the Secretary of State they 
told him that they had not been able to get an appointment with the 
President, and asked if he would present the book to him. The Secre- 
tary replied that he would be very glad to. I want to emphasize here 
again 

Mr. Zasiocki. Mr. Secretary, what I want to bring out here is that 
the Redmond family, or the Yonkers committee did not send the book 
to Mao Tse-tung in protest because they could not present it to him. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. I did not get that impression. He said that 
they said they sent a copy of it. 

Mr. Rosrrtson. I do not think they sent the book to Mao Tse-tung 
in protest against the President. I encouraged them to do everything 
that they could do with the Red Chinese. I told them that I could 
not say that their efforts would get the son out. All I could say was 
that I did not think it could possibly do any harm and it might gen- 
erate a world opinion which would bring moral pressure upon them. 

I defy Mr. Worthy to present a single member of that committee 
who will say that I gave them a runaround at that meeting or at any 
other time. This also applies to any other parent. 

Mr. Zasvocki. I am trying to correct a misunderstanding of my 
own, Mr. Hays. If I recall, Mr. Worthy said it was impossible for 
the State Department to make arrangements to present the book 
to the President and so they sent it to Mao Tse-tung. 

Mr. Worrny. Two years elapsed. This appointment they told me 
about was in the spring of 1955, and when they saw me in April of 
this year, they had just sent it 4 months before to Mao Tse-tung. 
There was no immediate one-two sequence. There was the spring of 
1955 conference with the Assistant Secretary of State, and a copy went 
to Mao Tse-tung about 4 months ago, which would have been approxi- 
mately the beginning of 1957. 

Mr. Zasiocki. You had a question ? 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. I want to say to the Secretary that I appreciate 
everything he has said. Frankly, I got the impression—maybe when I 
reread the testimony I got the wrong impression—these people got 
really the kind of action, then, we are looking for when they saw 
you. I thought—I am not trying to protect Mr. W orthy or anybody 
else, but I am trying to get this straight in my own mind—I thought 
he said or implied that they got a runaround from some subordinate 
and, once they got you, you bent over backward to help them in every 
way you could. 

May I say to you, Mr. Secretary, that it has been my experience with 
the State Department, when you get up to your office, or Mr. Loy Hen- 
derson’s or somebody like that, that I get action and get it fast, but I 
have had, at lower levels, sometimes a sort of a sloughing off attitude 
as though the people down there had a closed mind and that nothing 
could be done. Maybe this was not the case, Mr. Chairman, but some- 
body ought to—and if you do not do it, I think I shall as chairman of 
the Personnel Committee—somebody ought to call these people in, 
Redmond and the others mentioned, and get their testimony under 
oath and try to straighten this out. If you do not, there is going 
- be a lot of inference left here that maybe ought not to be left 

ere. 
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Mr. Zarxiockt. The impression that I got was that it was not only 
somebody in the lower echelons of the State Department that they got 
the runaround from, but I got the impression, as Mr. Robertson did, 
that he, too, was involved. 

Mr. Hays of Ohio. I did not get that impression. Anyway, I am 
etting pretty hungry, and perhaps I do not hear well. 

Mr. Zasvockt. Are there any further questions? If not, the meet- 
ing will stand adjourned for a half hour. 

The subcommittee will reconvene at 2: 30 this afternoon, when there 
will be an executive session. 

(Thereupon, the subcommittee adjourned.) 
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